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ROOTS 


Roots; The kind that lead us back to our beginnings. 
Roots; We can see what our forefathers were and we can learn. 
Roots; The yearnings from the soul that cry out in time — memory — space. 


To destroy the past is to destroy the soul. 
The infinite longing for man to find his place in time. 
When dust has returned to dust, only man’s creation mark the place where he has been. 
We have an opportunity today to preserve our Roots. To give our children and their 
children life's greatest gifts, 

— a sense of place in the cycle of life 

— an outlet for their creativeness 


This old County Building marks an end of one era and the beginning of another— 
provincial Government to Local Government. 


It could mark yet another era — 
A place in time’ for this Community — its very Roots and its very soul. 


Margaret Fryer 
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Introduction 


The following is an account of a colonial building in a small New Zealand 
town which was to be the centre of intense regional controversy. Its intended 
preservation raised issue to national level thus spreading much further afield 
than the quiet South Island town where they began. 

When the future of the 104 year old Waimate Council Chambers was first 
raised, in 1982 a small local committee set out to save the gracious Victorian 
building for a cultural centre. Theirs was a vision of cultural maturity, of 
recognising and using their past to enrich the present. However, they ran into 
two Councils who appeared to view the issue with tunnel vision, ‘recycling’ 
versus ‘demolition’, ‘history’ versus ‘cost’. 

For three years the issue was hotly debated raising tensions and ill feelings. 
The story here is related in full — the case of those who argued for preservation; 
the history of the building itself; the architect and an analysis of its stylistic 
origins; the issues; the argument and the frustrations of the three year battle. 
It’s all here in a microcosm. 

In attempting to answer the question, “Why did they knock it down?” it 
is hoped that future controversies of this kind may be understood and better 
resolved, that one day our history will survive local body intransigence. 


Margaret Fryer Connal McCarthy 
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Comment from M. J. Leonard 


‘I do not resent criticism, even when, for the sake of emphasis, it parts 
for the time with reality. 

“This is not the end — even the beginning of the end. But it is perhaps 
the end of the beginning.” 

These words of Winston Churchill beamed to the world over BBC early 
in World War II have, to me, particular significance. I would hope, in the 
preservation and restoration of things historical particularly when they can, 
in their restored state, be put to good use, Waimate and every other community 
throughout New Zealand, will give greater and more “in depth” consideration 
regarding the outcome of the saga of the Old Waimate County Chambers. 

This booklet is being produced with this in mind. It simply records the 
division a community can experience when goodwill and community spirit 
are cast aside for personal prejudices and “face saving” intrigues in Public Body 
affairs. . 

What has happened in Waimate could happen elsewhere. Out of this 
publication I hope will come an awareness that will spread throughout New 
Zealand to make people more jealous in the guardianship of their heritage. 

What must be realised is that such buildings do not belong locally but 
to the country and nation as a whole. Out of our experience comes a lesson 
for the whole nation to perceive. The hands of the Historic Places Trust must 
be strengthened to prevent our heritage and history being vandalised on the 
score of local body expediency. 

There is a Latin proverb which reads: “That which is good is perceived 
or is felt more when it is lost than when it is enjoyed.” That today is the story 
of our County Chambers. 


M. J. Leonard 
Chairman, Retention Committee. 


SEQUENCE OF EVENTS 


CHRONOLOGICAL SEQUENCE OF EVENTS FROM NEWSPAPERS OF 
“WAIMATE ADVERTISER’, “TIMARU HERALD”, “OTAGO DAILY TIMES”, “THE 
CHRISTCHURCH PRESS”, “NEW ZEALAND LISTENER’, and “OAMARU MAIL’. 


23 APRIL 1982 

“Committee set up to study future of Waimate County offices.” At last night’s public 
meeting it was agreed that the committee “do all things necessary to preserve the County 
Chambers”. 


27 APRIL 1982 
“Retention of County building, report within six months.” The Council decided to 
impose the time limit. 


29 APRIL 1982 
Borough Council calls urgent meeting. Compensation required from County Council 
if building remains. 


20 MAY 1982 
“Viewpoint” by Mr M. Leonard. Old County building gives character to Queen Street. 


15 December 1982 
Borough says “County Chambers must go.” 


2 MARCH 1983 

Borough seeks $12,000 compensation for loss of land. 

(NOTE: The land was a Government Reserve granted originally to the Waimate Roads 
Board with a further addition when the County was formed.) 


ll] MARCH 1983 
Promises of $9,500 received by Retention Committee — $30,000 subsidy offer from the Historic 
Places Trust. 


20 APRIL 1983 
Arts Groups invitation to the public to inspect Council Chambers — afternoon tea to be served. 


21 APRIL 1983 
Public Meeting “County building questions unanswered — meeting a ‘sham”” 


22 APRIL 1983 
Public reactions strong to the Meeting. (Twelve letters to the Editor.) 


ll MAY 1983 
County withdraws Chambers offer. Alleged feasibility study did not meet the five conditions 
they had set down. The building to be demolished. 


13 MAY 1983 
Legal advice to be sought on the County’s decision to demolish the building. 


28 MAY 1983 
Waimate Chambers demolition halted by Court Order. 


9 JUNE 1983 
“Chambers subject of Hearing.” Historical buildings did not seem to find favour with local 
authorities. . . 


16 SEPTEMBER 1983 
Demolition Injunction Fails. . . 


20 SEPTEMBER 1983 
Protection Notice placed on building by Minister of Internal Affairs. 


21 SEPTEMBER 1983 
Steps involved to issue protection notice outlined. Trust director Mr J. R. S. Daniels. 


26 SEPTEMBER 1983 
Angry response to “Ratepayers may have to fund work on building.” 


29 SEPTEMBER 1983 
Chambers protection notice: County to lodge six-point objection. 


4 OCTOBER 1983 
Fundraiser by Retention Committee at Bluecliffs Station. 


15 October 1983 
Federated Farmers to object to notice. 


26 October 1983 
Waimate Borough to object to Chambers notice. 
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22 NOVEMBER 1983 
Three hundred give opinions on Waimate Chambers. 


24 NOVEMBER 1983 
Art Centre will benefit all — Retention Committee’s publicity feature. 


30 NOVEMBER 1983 
Secure Historic future for Waimate Chambers. “View point” by M. I. Fryer, (publicity 
feature) 


2 DECEMBER 1983 
Art Groups have plans for Waimate Chambers (publicity feature). 


14 DECEMBER 1983 
“No” to Meeting Retention Committee by Borough Councillors, re land compensation. 


16 DECEMBER 1983 

Trust not legally able to pay Land Compensation. County Council gives undertaking 
not to demolish building until negotiations on its future were completed. Seven point 
resolution passed. 


16 DECEMBER 1983 
Manila folders sent to all Borough Councillors giving information on uses, history, 
land valuers reports etc. 


25 JANUARY 1984 
Historic Places Trust offers to mediate in Chambers issue (over land compensation). 


3 MARCH 1984 
Protection notice nears “eleventh hour”. 


7 MARCH 1984 
Protection Notice lifted — public hearing cancelled. “Both local bodies now have the 
opportunity to discuss compensation.” . 


27 MARCH 1984 
Waimate County Council asks trust to survey Chambers. 


4 APRIL 1984 
Masonry falls from County Building. 


19 APRIL 1984 
Trust pay for work on old Chambers (removing plaster). 


2 MAY 1984 
Waimate Borough Council to issue notice to the Waimate County Council to secure 
front of Chambers within thirty days. 


17 MAY 1984 
Council passes on notice to secure Chambers to Historic Places Trust. 
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I8 MAY 1984 
New Engineering Report (Building Code imposed — highest). 


6 JUNE 1984 | 
Borough Issues Demolition Notice on County (fourteen days). 


18 JUNE 1984 
M.P. J. Elworthy chairs talks on old chambers — amicable. 


19 JUNE 1984 
Trust meets today on Chambers fate. 


20 JUNE 1984 
“Demolition an outrage”. Timaru Herald Editorial. 


21 JUNE 1984 

“Chambers demolition to begin immediately.” At a special meeting of the Waimate 
County Council. Cr J. Gibson moved the rescinding of the previous agreed commitment 
to the Historic Places Trust. 


21 JUNE 1984 
“Demolition appals Historic Places Trust.” “Cry of ‘shame’ marks end.” 


22 JUNE 1984 
Battle to save Waimate Chambers fail. 


26 JUNE 1984 
“County failed to honour agreement on Chambers retention” (Letter to Editor). 


27 JUNE 1984 
“Local Authorities acted responsibly” — Mayor. 


2 JULY 1984 
“Local Government History Destroyed” — Historic Places Trust. 


6 JULY 1984 
“Waimate County Council decision to demolish was the right one.” — Cr J. Gibson, 
acting Chairman. 


28 JULY 1984 
“The Politics of Preservation” New Zealand Listener Editorial. 
All passes, Art alone 
Enduring stays to us 
The bust outlasts the throne 
The coin, Tiberius. 
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“In Memoriam” Timaru Herald. 

The Waimate County Council Chambers (suddenly) at Waimate, 21 June 1984, aged 
106 years. Enjoyed remarkable health until final days, but terminated mistakenly due 
to faulty diagnosis. The Chambers Building is survived by other dearly beloved relatives 
— the remaining colonial buildings of old Waimate: The Court House, Anglican 
Church, Catholic Church and “Cuddy”. It is feared that this mystery disease (“ignoramus 
Borough Councilitis”) may spread to infect other South Island Towns. Flowers and 
messages to grave site, Main Street, Waimate. 


The Retention Committee, back row left to right: Miss L. Wallace, Mr A. G. Harrison, Mrs A. V. Wallace, 
Mrs M. I. Fryer, Mrs M. C. A. Butler, Mr D. R. Sibley. Front row, left to right; Mr L. D. Kenyon, Mr 
H. C. Rollinson, Mr M. J. Leonard, Mr M. D. Studholme, Mr B. M. Mcllraith. 


Retention Committee Members 


The original Feasibility Committee appointed at a meeting of some 80 County 
Ratepayers on 22nd April 1982 consisted of: Messrs H. Rollinson, M. J. Leonard, 
M. D. Studholme, B. MclIlraith, and Mrs Nanette Wright. The Committee was given 
power to co-opt further members. Miss Lynda Wallace was appointed on 3rd May 
1982 at a meeting at which M. D. Studholme was appointed Chairman and M. J. 
Leonard Secretary. M. Hennessy joined the Committee on 17th June 1982. 

On 8th July 1982 Mr Studholme resigned as Chairman because of his involvement 
in the Centennary of the Waimate Cricket Club and Howard Rollinson took over. 

Following the completion of the Feasibility Study, a general meeting of supporters 
was held in the Old County Chambers on 9th March 1983. Some 40 people attended, 
and appointed the following as a Planning and Retention Committee: previous members 
of the Feasibility Committee plus Mesdames M. Fryer, A. Wallace, Messrs A. 
Harrison, D. Sibley and L. Kenyon. 

At the first meeting of this Committee held on 21st March 1983, Martin Leonard 
was elected Chairman and Nanette Wright Secretary. The name was changed to “the 
Arts Centre Planning Committee”. Mrs Ann Butler and Mrs B. Cochrane were co- 
opted as additional members at this meeting, Mrs Cochrane later advising that whilst 
she would give every support she could not attend meetings. 

Mrs Joan Francis and Mrs Jackie Butler were added to the Committee on Ith 
April 1983. 

The Committee finally adopted its title “the Waimate Community Arts Centre” 
but it has been loosely referred to throughout most of its history as “the Retention 
Committee”. 


Thumb Nail Sketch 


It is interesting to briefly record a few details of each Committee members’ personal 
attributes: 


Martin Leonard Chairman; Business interests; grandparents arrived in Waimate in 
1878; past member of the Borough Council (12 years); Chairman Town Planning 
Committee. 

David Studholme Farmer; first Chairman of Feasibility Committee; grandson of 
Waimate’s first white settler; a specialist in restoring historical buildings; first President 
and Life Member Waimate Historical Society and member South Canterbury 
Council. 

Howard Rollinson Second Chairman of the Feasibility Committee; as an engineer 
his expertise and advice was invaluable to the Committee. He worked closely with 
our original engineer, Mr David Cox of Brickell Moss and Partners on the restoration 
plans. 

Bruce MclIlraith Farmer and member of a pioneer Hakataramea family; former 
member of Waimate County Council; wide farming interests; fundraising activities 
involved him in a lot of travel; his unassuming manner made him an effective ally. 
Alister Harrison A retired stock and station agent; travelled many miles to enlist 
support, both moral and financial for the project. 

Denis Sibly Retired, with an increasing interest in historical matters; in a recent overseas 
trip took particular note of imaginative recycling of old buildings. 

Mick Hennessy Supporter with forceful ideas; descendent of Waimate’s first while 
settler and retains a deep interest in his historic roots. 

Lloyd Kenyon Efforts were incisive and challenging. He did not suffer biased 
newspaper comment or nonfactual statements lightly and took prompt action to counter 
same. 

Margaret Fryer Served for a period as Interim Chairman of the Retention Committee; 
drew up plans for the new use of the County Chambers; many artistic and community 
interests and collater and researcher of material for this book. 

Lynda Wallace Museum curator; member of Waimate Community Arts Council; 
minute secretary of Retention Committee; collected all paper cuttings of the County 
Chambers issue and now kept for posterity. 

Nannette Wright Secretary of Retention Committee; Chairman of the Waimate 
Community Arts Council; Director for the local Drama productions she held the 
Chambers as a valuable venue for drama activities. 

Ann Butler Wonderful record of community service; the retention of the Chambers 
was a goal she was determined to fulfill and she gave willingly any way she could. 
Jackie Butler Keen interest in the Arts and worked with determination to retain the 
building. Phone calls and letters were her forte. 

Joan FrancisHas given many years of support to the Arts especially in the development 
of pottery in Waimate; a cultural Centre as a focal point for the Arts was given her 
full support. 

Audrey Wallace Well aware of the value of retaining the building for an Arts Centre 
and a home for the Potters, Artists, and Drama group. 
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Borough Council 


Members of the Waimate Borough Council prior to the 1983 election were: Messrs 
A. FE. Mclay (Mayor), M. R. Thorby, E. R. Spittal, A. St. John, B. J. Abraham, B. 
R. Harris, W. J. Stevens, R. D. Owen, Mrs N. Dobbie. 

Those elected in 1983 were: R. D. Owen (Mayor), E. R. Spittal, B. J. Abraham, 
W. J. Stevens, Mrs N. Dobbie, Mrs P. Hunt, R. Hutt, R. Bailey, P. J. Collins. 


County Council 


Members of the Waimate County Council prior to the 1983 election were: M. 
G. N. Rattray (Chairman), Councillors J. A. Foley, J. H. Gibson, E. M. Hines, M. 
M. Murdoch, N. Andrews, J. H. McCaw, J. R. Drinnan, T. H. Hurst. 

Elected at the 1983 election were: T. H. Hurst (Chairman), J. H. Gibson, J. A. 
Foley, E. Hines, J. H. McCaw, C. J. Coll, J. K. Bowie, W. J. M. Mehrtens, R. Bell. 


View of the Chambers showing the original desk. 
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1. End of an Era 


“THE END OF AN ERA” 


The Otago Daily Times newspaper heading spells volumes as to the feelings of not 
only one of the County Chambers Retention Committee members when they headed 
their story. 


“A cry of ‘shame’ marks the end” 


While on this opening page we present the newspaper articles of the final moments 
of the struggle to retain the Chambers. It is the culmination of many months of concerted 
effort by a dedicated group with a goal in mind. So, while starting with the end we 
will take you in the next chapter to the very beginnings of an era in the Waimate History 
we don’t want to be forgotten, and to the demolition of a Historic Building not to 
be repeated. 


THE OTAGO DAILY TIMES 


21 June 1984 
Cry of ‘shame’ marks end 


WAIMATE. — A cry of “shame” from the public gallery signalled the end 
of the old Waimate County Chambers Building at a special meeting of the 
county council yesterday. 


The council decided with a vote of 6-2 to demolish the building and minutes 
later council staff began removing roofing iron in preparation for the 
bulldozers. 


About 20 members of the public attended the meeting and many were 
obviously disappointed. 


The Waimate County Chambers Retention Committee presented a $12,000 
cheque to the county to cover compensation to the Waimate Borough for 
the land the building is on, with conditions that the building be handed 
over to the Trust and the Borough issue a building permit to allow 
restoration work. 


THE TIMARU HERALD 
21 June 1984 


The old Waimate County Chambers is to be demolished. This was decided yesterday 
by the Waimate County Council. 


Bulldozing of the building is to begin today after inside fittings and the iron roof have 
been removed. More than 15 people were in the gallery at the council meeting yesterday 
when Crs J. A. Foley and E. M. Hines spoke in favour of complying with a previous 
council resolution and undertaking to the New Zealand Historic Places Trust. 


They voted against Cr J. H. Gibson’s motion to rescind the earlier council resolution 
which had given an undertaking that the building would not be demolished until 
discussions satisfactory to all parties were completed on the matter of compensation. 


Once this motion was carried by the council, the motion to demolish the building 
immediately was not opposed. 


In defence of the council’s previous resolution, Cr Foley said that by rescinding it 
the council “exposes itself to a claim, that it has been inconsistent in its dealings with 
the trust and might not have been as responsible as perhaps it should have been.” 


“TI think we should have talked quite plainly to the borough council,” he said. “Then 
having that cleared up, the council would have been of a mind to consider Cr J. Gibson’s 
proposal. 


“The nation wants to take the chambers over, the ratepayers’ interests are intact, the 
compensation issue is resolved and the building has been classified as worthy of 
preservation. We are in a very difficult situation if we fly in the teeth of that, and 
I am not in favour of Cr Gibson’s motion.” 


Cr Hines said her thoughts were comparable to those of Cr Foley. 


2. Historical and Architectural Context 


— Connal McCarthy MA 
Art History Student, University of Canterbury 


The merit of the Waimate County Chambers as an historic building were 
consistently ignored by local bodies and their supporters. Incredible assertions about 
the buildings “lack of importance” were made by many people with little attempt to 
substantiate them. 

It is necessary to go right back to the early beginnings of the town and try to 
place the building in its historical and architectural context to understand fully whether 
this building was worth saving for posterity. 


Formation of County Councils — 1876 


A new era in local body government in New Zealand was initiated when the 
Provincial Governments were abolished and County Councils were formed by an Act 
of Parliament in 1876. It was not long before steps were being taken in Waimate to 
form such a County Council. By February 1877 there were calls for a merger of the 
Council and the old Road Board, which proved to be, in the words of one newspaper 
reporter, “a very pretty little problem”.’ By March the amalgamated body had been 
finally “dragged into existence”, and it remained for the new body to find itself a 
home to replace the old Road Board offices. 

There had been a good deal of building activity in the township, proudly reported 
in the local press as visible signs of Waimate’s progress. It had already been announced, 
by December of 1876, that a splendid new Courthouse would replace “the present 
smokey, unfurnished and miserable Court accommodation”.% With its burdgeoning 
civic pride, it was expected that the new County Council erect a building worthy of 
its position, and it was doubtless the desire of the Councillors to firmly establish this 
new form of government in the eyes of the townspeople. 

So, in October 1877 the Council requested “Mr Forrester, Architect, of Oamaru” 
to draw up plans.‘ It is not hard to see why the choice went to the Oamaru firm of 
Forrester and Lemon ahead of Timaru opposition, as that town (largely through the 
work of this firm) had quickly established a reputation for commercial and civic 
splendour, (Premier Sir George Gray had called it “a fair maiden that sits by the sea”5) 
which the Waimate Councillors would obviously wish to match. As the Timaru Herald 
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observed “Their buildings prove unmistakeably the vast strides the Oamaruvians are 
making in population, commerce, enterprise and wealth.”6 


Thomas Forrester, the architect, at left. Courtesy North Otago Museum. 
Architect Mr T. Forrester — his background and the extent of his talents 


Scottish born Thomas Forrester had emigrated to New Zealand in 1861, and 
practised as a plasterer in Dunedin for a number of years, later working with Mason 
and Clayton, and R. A. Lawson, then the colony’s pre-eminant architects. In 1871 
he moved to Oamaru becoming Secretary and eventually Engineer to the Oamaru 
Harbour Board, a position he held till his death in 1907. From 1872 till 1890 he was 
the dominant partner, along with local businessman John Lemon, in one of the most 
prodigious and successful smaller architectural firms in the country. Together the two 
designed over 200 buildings, including many of the fine monuments which made 
Oamaru famous — such as the Courthouse, Post Office and Queen’s Hotel (now the 
Brydone). Largely self-taught, Forrester drew on his own considerable knowledge 
of the classical architecture of the past (as well as contemporary journals and illustrations 
which kept him in touch with trends in Britain), combined with a natural flair for 
design. This was to be the firm’s only major commission outside Oamaru, along with 
the Hospital designed in 1878, and their first civic commission. 

Forrester himself (Fig. 2) is a fascinating figure, a Victorian version of the well- 
rounded Renaissance man so admired by Burkhadt. His-wide ranging interests included 
geology, astronomy, art, music, literature and photography. He had a hand in virtually 
every aspect of Oamaru’s fledging community life. As well as being an Engineer, 
Secretary and Architect, he was the first curator of the Museum, President of the 
Philharmonic Society, and held a dozen other minor posts. 

The tender notice in the “North Otago Times” was advertised for “County Council 
Offices at Waimate” on October 24th, 1877, and by November the tender of Sellars 
and Philips was accepted, for a sum of £2,337-9-0. The work took about nine months, 
being completed by August 1878. It was a brick and mortar construction, the bricks 
doubtless being supplied from the busy kiln on Timaru Road. It is one of the few 
public buildings designed by Forrester that does not utilize the creamy-white Oamaru 
stone that was so popular in Oamaru. 


Opening Celebrations observed with holiday and high spirits 


The Council had their first meeting in the building on 28th August. This was 
one of the first County buildings built in New Zealand, and the Councillors were 
puffed-up with civic pride. “Thus was this fine block of buildings erected . . ” enthused 
the later County Historian in terms remarkably different to his contemporaries, “and 
the Council and its officers have, since that date, been housed in possibly as fine a 
quarters as any to be found in New Zealand.”” 

The contemporary newspaper report of the opening deserves to be quoted in full. 

“A banquet and a ball to celebrate the opening of the Waimate County Council 
Chambers, the best designed building in South Canterbury, came off with a great 
eclat. The day was observed as a holiday, and was quite a red letter day for Waimate. 
Everyone seemed to be in the best of spirits, as if they were determined to show off 
their prosperous and rapidly growing town to the greatest possible advantage. Flags 
were flying from all the principal buildings, and the internal decorations of the County 
Chambers were of a very ornamental description.” (my italics) An ebullient Mr Bruce, 
the Chairman, proclaimed that Waimate people could “hold their heads up over all 
other counties in the Colony.”8 

The completion of the building came at a significant point in the history of local 
government in New Zealand. The County of Waimate, instituted on the 30th of October 
1876, was one of the largest and wealthiest of the 123 counties throughout New Zealand. 
Comprising 1,343 square miles, it ran from Geraldine County in the North to the 
Waitaki River to the South; and from the Pacific Ocean far into the Eastern foothills 
of the Southern Alps (to be precise, as far as run 261 or Te Aka taraura). A disgruntled 
Colonial Secretary G. S. Whitemore, needled by a “remarkable” request to the Central 
Government for Hospital Funds in 1878, flatly refused the request on the grounds 
that Waimate was “the richest County of New Zealand.”9 

The newly formed Council was given extensive new powers under a series of 
Acts passed on 31st October 1876. The Counties Act empowered Councils to provide 
and maintain charitable institutions and libraries, market places, slaughter houses, 
ponds and recreational reserves. Councils were given the power to levy general rates 
(up to one shilling in the pound) and raise loans, which were supplemented by 
Government grants, to provide their income. Waimate was the first County to comply 
with the whole of the Counties Act. 

The formation of County Councils from the Road Boards and other bodies, which 
had formerly administered the affairs of towns like Waimate, represented more than 
a simple name change. Effectively it meant that this responsibility for administration, 
passed from the Provincial Councils to elective bodies at the district level, answerable 
ultimately to the Central Government in Wellington. Now a Council at Waimate made 
many of the decisions affecting its district, instead of the Provincial Council at 
Christchurch. With these smaller administrative units distributed throughout the country, 
local people were theoretically in a better position to affect progress on all the necessary 
activities which constituted the development of the town. In many cases local 
government meant there was more done in the provision of health facilities, parks, 
libraries and other public facilities; and in the construction of public works; comprising 
roads, bridges, railways, water races and drainage. 

The new Waimate County Council, having quickly acted on the new County 
legislation, lost no time in implementing improvements in the town and district. In 
the first three years of operation, it spent a massive £100,000. As well as the extensive 
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construction work, including a branch railway line to Waimate and bridges over the 
Waitaki, the long awaited District Hospital was built in 1878. The Liberal Government's 
moves to split up the large estates (the Lands for Settlement Act was passed in 1893) 
were speedily acted on in Waimate, over 100,000 acres being provided for small farmers 
by World War I. 

Lastly, a word about the Councillors themselves. From what sections of Waimate 
society were they drawn? Although elections were supposedly open to all, power 
inevitably passed into the hands of an oligarchy of prominent local “gentry” and 
businessmen, who lavishly provided themselves with their new chambers and the largest 
salaries of any County in the Colony. The first Council comprised, for example, wealthy 
sawmill owners like Alpheus Hayes and James Bruce, the latter the first Chairman. 
In addition there were wealthy landowners Michael Studholme and John Manchester, 
the latter the town’s first mayor in 1879. 


Progress was rapid in this era 


The completion of the County’s new Chambers also clearly marks not just the 
history of local government, but Waimate’s general progress at this period. Since its 
European settlement in the 1850’s by runholders like Michael Studholme, Waimate 
had grown quickly, until by the end of the 1870's it boasted a population of 1,400. 
By 1877, a year before the Chamber’s completion, the railway had opened; five steam 
timber mills were operating; and many new shops and offices were springing up on 
the town’s main street. It was declared a Borough in 1879, the year after the Chamber’s 
completion. The late 1870’s in Waimate represented, as in Oamaru, the first blush 
of commercial and civic growth, before the downturn of the Depression-soured 1880's; 
and the building of the Chambers reflected this development. It was only 20 years 
since the building of the Cuddy at Te Waimate in 1858, which gives some idea of 
the speed of the region’s growth. 

The Chambers could thus be regarded as an historical artifact, an actual, visible 
link in the chain of the town’s development, that summed up the hopes and aspirations 
of the town’s European forefathers. 

Our photo (Fig. 3) shows the Chambers just after completion, looking white and 
almost “nude” in all its newness. What did Waimate people 107 years ago think of 
the building? 


Waimate County Council Chambers at completion 1878. Courtesy North Otago Museum. 
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How to understand and view Classical Architecture 


Unlike modern viewers, educated people in the 19th Century were accustomed 
to the vocabulary of classical architecture. What to us is merely a confusing jumble 
of columns and other “objects”, was to them a virtuoso display of historical and artistic 
knowledge. To appreciate this, and to once again look at the building as it was intended 
to be looked at, means we must try to see it with the eyes of an educated Victorian. 

Victorian architecture involves the selection and re-using of various styles from 
the past — Classical, Gothic, Elizabethan etc. Although this might strike a modern 
viewer as unoriginal, it was thought that all the possible styles had already been 
invented, and that an architect should choose what he wanted from the range of styles 
available and adapt it to the purpose of the building. Thus they designed in new way 
with old styles. This is called “Historicism”. 

Within the classical style, which derives ultimately from Greek architecture of 
the 5th Century BC, the different parts that go to make up a building are as follows: 


The Corinthian Order 
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Now that we have “labels” we can turn to the building and describe it. What we 
see is an arcaded elevation of round-headed windows (with plain keystones), below 
a centrally positioned pediment (the triangular section at the top of the building). The 
pediment is supported by six Corinthian columns, two single columns flanking the 
central doorway, with two paired columns at opposite ends. The intriguing foliate 
decoration inside the pediment is derived probably from Greek architecture. The little 
“teeth” inside the pediment are called “brackets”, and the “winged” projections at the 
centre and ends of the pediment are called “antifixae”. The capitals suggest the bursting 
shape of acanthus leaves, as if the columns are trees, with the shaft their trunk. 

The architect has ensured that these elements have been carefully arranged into 
a harmonious composition. The various horizontal rhythms (e.g. the alternating window 
arches) are answered by vertical elements (e.g. the columns and pilasters), which sets 
up a balanced whole. No part of the composition appears out of keeping with the rest. 

The ratio of elements has been kept in perfect proportion. The three window arches 
on the left wing are matched by the three on the right, while the central group of 
three are evenly flanked by columns — thus maintaining the sense of order, while 
at the same time emphasizing the central doorway. 
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In the central section, the vertical emphasis of the columns is climaxed in the 
pediment itself, which seems to “cap off” the energies implied in the upward thrust 
of the columns. Again this sense of resolution, of energy starting and finishing off 
within the confines of the facade, implies a sense of balance. 

Lastly, the architect has taken pains to ensure the intricately curved details of 
the pediment, antifixae and capitals contrast with the plain surface areas. Thus the 
richness and energy of some elements is kept in check by other elements. 

The architect has achieved a composition that is rigorous, yet attractive and 
harmonious. It is dignified and even imposing, yet not cold. He has used an age-old 
formula familiar to his contemporaries, yet has managed to arrive at a slightly different 
solution. The eye and mind are constantly appealed to with the play of line, form, 
void and mass, and the echoes of motifs from distant classical sources, all working 
together to titillate the viewers’ consciousness. This building could thus be regarded 
as an artistic object in its own right — worthy of the close attention given the most 
carefully composed sculpture or painting. 

For Thomas Forrester the Waimate County Chambers was a particularly important 
composition, as he was later to develop and refine a similar design in many later 
buildings in Oamaru. The idea of “grafting” a recessed portico on to the front of a 
rectangular body could be said to begin by Andrea Palladio in 16th Century Italy. 
Forrester’s adaptation of this composition and his liking for playing off the round- 
headed windows against flanking columns, can be seen in the Oamaru Athenaeum 
(1881), the Columba Church (1883) and the Oamaru Courthouse (1883). In fact all 
three buildings have exactly identical arrangement of columns! The later, perhaps his 
finest building, can then be said to owe a debt to the early development of this 
composition in the Waimate Chambers building. 


Oamaru Courthouse. Courtesy North Otago Museum. 


However, there was another important reason for the choice of a classical style, 
which it is crucial to consider when trying to “read” a Victorian building. The architect, 
it was felt, should choose the style that was appropriate to the function of the building. 
An Anglican Church was always Gothic-Revival, just as a bank was always neo-classical 
— because the associations that the particular style carried matched the purpose of 
this building. 

Although B. W. Mountfort’s Provincial Government buildings in christchurch 
(finished in the 1860’s) were Gothic-Revival, evoking associations with the Gothic 
Parliament buildings in London, Waimate’s Chambers seem to be closer in spirit to 
Dunedin’s classical Provincial Government Buildings, designed by William Clayton, 
also in the 1860's. Indeed, most other small local government buildings in New Zealand 
after this date were classical or Italianate, such as Oamaru’s example from 1881. 


Classical style chosen for its feeling of permanence and austerity 


What was so appropriate about the Classical style? Perhaps the reassuring 
familiarity of the classical motifs reminded the viewer of the European tradition that 
was continued in the institution of local government. Also, the solidity (i.e. the feeling 
of permanence) and the austerity of the classical style suit the “gravity” and “seriousness” 
of the business carried out in the building. 

Similarly the “structural honesty” associated with classical architecture (i.e. you 
should be able to tell what the building was like on the inside by “reading” its exterior) 
was thought appropriate to a civic building, which should be governed by notions 
of integrity. The Chamber’s use of columns that support the entablature would have 
been felt to reflect its “post-and-lintel” style construction (that is a vertical member 
supports a horizontal member). 

Likewise the simple wall spaces and forms, devoid of the “sham” decorative affects 
that were sometimes criticized in the Neo-Baroque style, were equated with integrity. 
The facade’s obvious clarity and logic, harking back to the Greeks, were qualities 
that they hoped distinguished the “good government” that went on inside, similarly 
derived from the democratic civil principles of antiquity. 


Photograph taken during the late 1920's or early 1930's. County Chairman was Mr Bitchener. Courtesy 
Waimate Museum. 
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The grave-looking gentlemen standing outside their new offices in our photograph, 
certainly seemed to take their position seriously. They have the same air of Victorian 
reserve and dignity that their building has. 


Acoustic problems required alterations to roof 


Later in the building’s history it houses much more frivilous entertainments. The 
spacious Council Hall lent itself to the airy strains of chamber music, when, in 1890, 
the Waimate Hunt Club held its annual hunt ball there. The scene of elegently dressed 
ladies and top hatted gentlemen dancing across the floor of the Council Hall was quite 
a departure from the seriousness of the business normally conducted in the building. 

In fact the Council Hall came in for increasing criticism for its bad acoustic 
properties. The County historian later remarked “members, during their debates, used 
to raise their voices to a very high pitch in the endeavour to make themselves understood. 
The louder they spoke the greater the echo, and the less their fellow members were 
able to understand what was being said.”1° 

Finally in 1908 Dunedin architect F. W. Petre was called in. He was one of the 
country’s leading Church architects, responsible for the many fine Catholic Basilicas 
of the South Island, (including the renowned Basilica of the Sacred Heart in 
Christchurch), and Waimate’s own splended Catholic Church. 

It was not due to his remodelling of the roof however that the original pediment 
was removed, and the plain recessed pediment put in place. 

Thus though the acoustic properties of the building were improved by Petre’s 
adjustments, its exerior appearance was slightly marred by the later renovations. There 
are two points to consider at this point. Does this mean the building originally was 
a dud, or that in its altered state it was imperfect? 

That the original building had interior design faults is undeniable, but perhaps 
understandable, given Forrester’s relative inexperience with this kind of space. (His 
later Courthouse at Oamaru, it might be mentioned, has remarkable acoustic 
properties). Victorians considered architecture the “decoration of structure”, it garnishing 
of a building’s exterior with its appropriate stylistic “dress”, rather than being concerned 
with functionalism as we understand it. 

But even when we acknowledge the building’s few faults, and its altered state (which 
did not really destroy its composition) this in no way means the building as a whole 
is blemished, or that its case for preservation was lessened. Is the Parthenon not worthy 
of attention because it was almost destroyed by an explosion in the 19th century? Can 
the Pantheon in Rome be disregarded because it has extensive additions from the 
worshippers of other ages? Surely not! In fact, that it was F. W. Petre who made some 
of the additions surely adds lustre to the Chamber’s own history. In addition, the fact 
that the rather stringent safety measures were taken is an enlightening comment on 
“Engineer's jitters”, a peculiar phenomenon which had a remarkable revival in Waimate 
in June 1984. 


Art Exhibition held in the Chambers on Ist September 1955 


The use of County Chambers for cultural activities was not a new idea. The value 
of the Old County Chambers as a venue for Art Exhibitions was recognised at least 
some 30 years ago, when then Waimate County Councillors expressed thanks for the 
use of the Chambers for that purpose. 

The Timaru Herald of l|st September 1955 printed the following report: 


10 


“No building could be more suitable than the Waimate County Chambers 
unless it was specially built for the purposes of art exhibition,” according 
to the South Canterbury Arts Society who have written to the Waimate 
County Council expressing their appreciation in having the Chambers placed 
at their disposal for an exhibition of South Canterbury art recently. 

The letter enclosed a donation of £2 towards the heating and lighting 
expenses while they were in occupation. “They should be congratulated 
on their efforts. I saw their exhibition and it was a very fine show,” said 
Cr W. Lindsay. The Chairman Mayor N. A. Rattray in endorsing Cr 
Lindsay’s remark stated the exhibition was a great credit to the artistic ability 
of South Canterbury artists. 

The exhibition featured some 46 works in oil and water colours. Waimate 
artists who were represented by one or more works were: Mrs P. D. Bethune, 
Joan Dennison, Mrs H. Penty, Miss B. E. Shackleton and Miss J. A. 
Bradshaw. 


The Chambers remained in use in Waimate for most of this century, a mute witness 
to the countless events and transactions that constituted the life of the Borough. As 
it stood on its imposing corner site, the town changed with the times around it. Other 
buildings gradually filled in the gaps in Queen Street and trees sprouted up. Footpaths 
and gaslights were added to the streetscape, which eventually became tarseal. Electric 
light also came to Waimate in 1926, and the Chambers became lit up as well. On 
the Coronation of Queen Elizabeth in 1953 the building was profusely decorated with 
flags, banners and decorations; a flamboyant declaration of loyalty to “the Old Country”. 

To the spectator standing on the town’s main street in 1984, only buildings like 
the Chambers remained of the colonial streetscape, facades which transport the viewer 
back over a century to old Waimate and the countless fragments which make up its 
history. 


Unequivocal acknowledgement of the status of County Chambers 


Now, having discussed at length the historical and architectural context of the 
Waimate County Chambers, we are able to acknowledge unequivocally the status of 
this building as a cultural artifact. The New Zealand Historic Places Trust have briefly 
discussed the building’s significance in the following terms which by now we should 
fully be able to understand: 

“The Waimate County Council building was erected in 1877-78 following 
the creation of the Waimate County in 1876. Its architect was Thomas 
Forrester of the highly successful Oamaru firm Forrester and Lemon. It 
is a fine classical-style building of masonry constructed and incorporates 
an impressive council chamber. The building represents an important visual 
link with Waimate’s past and today is one of the few remaining structures 
of its age and style along the town’s main street. It is also of considerable 
historical significance as one of the first county buildings in the country 
to be built following the abolition of the provinces and the establishment 
of territorial local government in 1876.” 

The building was not just individually important however, but crucial to the whole 
town’s appearance. 

The Chambers was an important member of the group of buildings — the Anglican 
Church, the Catholic Church, the Courthouse, some commercial buildings on the 
main street, the many smaller colonial cottages — which together give Waimate a 
collective character unmatched by most modern North Island towns with their 
anonymous ensembles of glass and concrete “shedifices”. So complete a colonial 
streetscape is a precious commodity that should be preserved at all costs. 

However the balance is fragile, and should one or two members be removed, 
the whole ensemble suffers as a result. Where a gracious Victorian building once 
stood on Queen Street there is now a conspicuous gap. 

Though this episode ended in apparent defeat, yet it may prove a victory for the 
long term preservation of the rest of Waimate’s colonial heritage. Now local people 
have realized what it is they have lost, they may begin to value all the more that which 
they still have. 
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3. Historic Places of Waimate District 


The following is from a New Zealand Historic Places Trust brochure. 


CLASSIFYING OUR HISTORIC BUILDINGS 
The Classifications 


The power of the Historic Places Trust to classify buildings is set out in 
section 35 of the Historic Places Act, 1980. Under the Act, the Trust can 
classify buildings “A’, “B”, “C”, and “D”, in descending order of importance. 
The classifications mean: 


A: 


B: 
D: 


A building whose permanent preservation is essential because of its 
historical significance or architectural quality. 
A building which merits preservation because of its very great historical 
significance or architectural quality. 
A building which merits preservation because of its historical 
significance or architectural quality. 
A building which merits recording because of its historical significance 
or architectural quality. 

Criteria for Classification 


Before deciding whether it should recommend to the Trust Board that a 
building should be classified, the Trust’s Buildings Classification Committee 
visits the building and studies if from many points of view. Among the 
features of the building it considers are: 


The building’s association with major events, persons or ideas; 
The extent to which the building illustrates the history of the country; 
The extent to which the building represents a period of architecture, 
a vernacular practice or a particular skill; 

The building’s architectural merit or visual appeal; 

The way in which the building illustrates the contribution of a particular 
architect to New Zealand architecture; 

Whether the building has been modified by alterations or additions 
and the standards to which it has been maintained; 

The contribution the building makes to a group of buildings or a 
particular townscape; 

Whether the building is held in high public esteem or has landmark 
qualities. 
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The Cuddy at Te Waimate ‘A” Grade. Photo Carol Steele 


The Cuddy “A” Grade Classification 
written by M. D. Studholme 

This historical building was made by the three Studholme brothers in 1854, all 
out of one totara tree and thatched with snow grass. The original thatch can still be 
seen inside the room but the exterior has been thatched several times, the last with 
wheat straw. There is no set time for the life of each thatching, somewhere between 
10 to 15 years is considered good. 

The walls are constructed with cob and totara laths. Cob being made with chopped 
up tussock. This mixture and construction is known as “wattle and daub”. The roof 
beams are black matipo out of the old Waimate bush. The chimney is of sun dried 
bricks made on the property. The door is made of adzed totara and a wonderful piece 
of workmanship. 

The name “Cuddy” is from the first class accommodation on the old sailing ships. 
The cuddy being the cabin just in front of the mast. 

Two brothers lived in “The Cuddy” for approximately six years accompanied by 
their helpers. 
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Mr M. D. Studholme and his Farriers wool press. Photo Carol Steele. 


Te Waimate Woolshed “B” Classification 
written by M. D. Studholme 

This fine old building is constructed of timber with an iron roof and was built 
about 1858. It still holds up to 1,000 sheep, has plenty of wool room and the wood 
is in very good condition. 

At the time of construction there was very little roofing iron in New Zealand 
and it wasn’t available here until after the woolshed was built. Shingles were used, 
and I always say there is a million on the roof. Underneath was sarking made of white 
pine from the bush. Today, we really have three good roofs over our heads. This always 
keeps us cool in summer. The sarking, uprights and roof timbers were all pit sawn 
and some were simply cut out of the bush. Dividing the pens are railings made out 
of manuka and preserved over the years by the sheep grease and they are still in a 
sound state today. 
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Having a double hipped roof with lead guttering in the valley makes life a bit 
difficult at times as the lead tends to crack at the least movement. Leaves from the 
trees collect in the guttering too and needs regular cleaning. 

Skylights originally of glass and always leaking in heavy rain, have been replaced 
by more modern materials. Floor gratings were originally of totara, but have to be 
replaced many times due to wear and tear and cleaning operations. There are 22 shearing 
stands, 11 on opposite sides of the building. 

One of the main features of the shed is the old Farriers wool press built about 
1875 and still in good order and operational today. Previous to this press was a screw 
one that operated below floor level and before that was a spade press. The remains 
are still below the floor. 

There was an office in one corner and the man who ran the shed used to sit there 
and keep the tallies and pay the cheques to about 50 people who worked in the shed 
in busy times. 

Today although much of the woolshed is in original condition, it does contain 
some quite high-tech pieces of machinery inside to cope with modern life and labour 
saving effort. 


Te Waimate Woolshed “B” Grade Photo Carol Steele. 


Waimate Courthouse “B” Grade. Photo Carol Steele. 
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Museum Library in old Courthouse. Photo Carol Steele. 
v 


Interior Courthouse, now museum. Photo Carol Steele. 
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Waimate Courthouse “B” Grade Classification 

Built in 1879-80 to a design by P. F. M. Burrows, who was a colonial architect 
from 1877 to 1890, this is one of Waimate’s most distinguished buildings. It was used 
as a Courthouse for 100 years until October 1979 when the Justice Department advised 
that it was of no further use and closed it amid local and national outcry. 

Having been acquired by the Waimate Historical Society, it was converted to a 
museum in 1981. Various interior features of its use as a courthouse have been retained 
to remind the public of the buildings past — the Magistrate’s bench in the courtroom, 
and minimum alterations when converting the building, thus retaining its integrity 
over the years. 

Neo-classical in style it has the merit of being one of the finest courthouses in 
New Zealand. 

During its life as a Courthouse many events of both local and national importance 
had been held, including the draw of the ballot for Sections of the Waikakahi Estate 
in 1899. 

The building is in an ideal situation for a museum in Shearman Street, being 
set back off the road on half an acre of land, the rear space being used to display 
the Historical Society’s machinery. 

A large rammed earth building, 117 square metres, has been erected and houses 
horse drawn carriages and a large forge. Nestling closely to it is a furnished cottage 
which was built prior to 1878 being lived in when the large totara trees were being 
felled in the Waimate Bush. It has an air of tranquillity and peace. 

You will also find the original stables and toilets (bucket-type) for the Courthouse, 
adapted, but still intact, put to a different use — a workshop. 

All the buildings reflect love and care and visitors are not disappointed when 
they stop to explore the old “Courthouse”. 


Patersons Cob Cottage “B” Classification 
This cob cottage has a sketchy history. Recently the New Zealand Historic Places 
Trust erected a notice board which reads — 


This cob cottage is believed to have been built about 1880 for a farmer 
called James Paterson and his family. Paterson sold liquor and provided 
casual accommodation and after his departure in 1893 casual workers 


continued to camp here. The building has been restored by the Mcllraith 
family who have owned it since 1915 with the aid of local supporters and 
the N.Z. Historic Places Trust. 


The cottage could however have been built earlier than 1880. The land on which 
it now stands was owned by Henry John Le Cren after he purchased it from the Crown 
in June 1872 and the cottage could have been built then or shortly after. In 1883 the 
land was transferred to Mr James Paterson, a farmer of Waitangi. Although described 
as a farmer James Paterson did in fact operate a licensed accommodation house known 
as the Redcliff Inn on the Waitangi River in 1871. Paterson also bought the adjoining 
sections to the lot with the house to make up 103 acres, which were then known as 
Patersons Paddocks. 
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The house is built of cob, made from puddled clay taken from the cliff at the 
mouth of the Penticotico Stream. The clay was held together with chopped tussock. 
The house consists of one main room which has a fireplace at one end. Above is 
a loft, the only loft in existence in a cob dwelling, and this runs about two-thirds of 
the length of the building. Behind the main room is a lean-to which has recently been 
rebuilt and runs the length of the building. This was used for a kitchen. 

James Paterson and his wife had three sons, one daughter and a stepson and the 
family were renowned for being happy hospitable people and also very musical. During 
their occupation of this cottage, coaches travelling between Waimate and the Haka 
stopped at the property to change horses. The stable which stood about 30 yards from 
the house was probably used for these animals. The last remaining walls of this stable 
fell down in 1940. Any evidence that Paterson provided regular accommodation for 
travellers on a commercial basis i.e. that he ran an official accommodation house 
is of comparatively recent date and unsupported by contemporary documents or by 
any witness known to have personal contact with the Patersons. There is however, 
evidence to suggest that it was used to house travellers even if this was on an informal 
or illegal basis. It is also known that the scouring of wool took place in the nearby 
Penticotico Stream and it is presumed that the men employed here used Patersons 
cottage. 

The property passed out of Paterson’s ownership in December 1893 to a farmer 
of Hakataramea, Mr G. H. Carter and it is presumed that the Patersons vacated the 
house. There was a time when the house was empty and it began to fall into disrepair. 
In 1915 the house was bought by Mr W. Mcllraith and in 1930 the family replaced 
the original shingle roof with corrugated iron which helped to preserve the cob. The 
roof was re-shingled over the iron in 1983. The lean-to at the back of the building 
had almost disappeared but was rebuilt in 1984. To ensure that the building is not 
damaged by stock, a small wooden fence has been erected around the house. In 1967 
it was created a Private Historic Reserve and in 1988 was opened to the public as 
a craft shop by Peter and Jocelyn Mcllraith. 

This cob cottage is like many of New Zealand’s historic buildings in that a lot 
of mystery still remains about its past. 


Paterson’ Cob Cottage ‘B” Grade. Photo Carol Steele. 
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Waihao Downs Homestead “B” Grade. Photo Carol Steele. 


Waihao Downs Homestead “B” Grade Historic Classification 
The Timaru Herald, 23 October 23, 1965, by P. H. S. 

One of South Canterbury’s oldest homes still in use is the stone homestead at 
Waihao Downs now occupied by Mr and Mrs F. J. Henshaw. The home, which is 
only a portion of the earlier mansion built in 1866 for the Parker brothers, Edward, 
Henry and George, has housed six families in a century and still looks stout enough 
to house many more generations. 

Part of the original homestead, including a ballroom, was burnt to the ground 
in the 1890’s, when the manager’s wooden home was moved to the homestead to replace 
the rooms lost in the fire. Subsequent owners have enlarged the home to suit their 
needs, but its picturesque colonial appearance has not been lost as it sits in the midst 
of spacious lawns and fine trees. 

Built of cream stone quarried on the property, the Waihao Downs homestead is 
mentioned in Lady Barker’s book “Station Life in New Zealand” as “very unlike the 
conventional station pattern, being built of stone, large, very well arranged, and the 
perfection of comfort inside.” 

Lady Barker and her husband visited the station in 1867. 

The Waihao Downs property was originally settled by Samuel Stephens who took 
up 22,500 acres in October 1854. He sold a majority of the property, and by 1865 
when the Parker brothers purchased it, only 9,500 acres remained. One of the Parker 
brothers brought his young bride to the house in 1868. 

Mr E. R. Richards bought Waihao Downs in 1903 and soon embarked on enlarging 
the home to accommodate his family of 12 children. An imposing living-dining room 
was added with an 18 foot stud ceiling, specially hand moulded. A handsome metal 
chandelier holding five lights and imported by Mr Richards from the United States, 
still hangs in the room. Mr Richards also formed a lake from a nearby creek where 
black swan, geese and ducks still swim under tall English trees. A miniature jetty 
still embarks small passengers — Mr and Mrs Henshaw’s nine grandchildren — on 
boat trips among the swans. 
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Mr Isaac Andrews purchased Waihao Downs in 1920, but sold it back to Mr 
Richards eldest son, Albert in 1926. Mr “Bert” Richards farmed the property until 
1945 when it was purchased by Mr Henshaw. 

Mr and Mrs Henshaw have added a sun verandah and a pergola to the north, 
and have converted a former storeroom into a double garage. The house now contains 
12 rooms, and interior dairy and storeroom. Mrs Henshaw has been concerned to 
retain the old home’s atmosphere in interior and exterior decorating and has succeeded 
admirably. 

The home is surrounded by fine trees — Wellingtonia, cedar, spruce, Douglas 
firs and English oaks, ash, elms and others. Holly trees, flowering cherries and a 
magnificent garrya elliptica are features of the front lawns. 

An old stone stable, dated 1866, with looseboxes and a carriage house are still 
in good order to remind the present owners of the spacious days when servants, 
gardeners and coachmen were employed. 

Since this article was written another generation of Henshaw’s have moved into 
the Homestead. In 1977, Barry, a grandson of Mr F: J. Henshaw, married and since 
then with his wife Heather and their children have turned the Homestead into a delightful 
home. 


Waihao Downs Homestead “B” Grade. Photo Carol Steele. 
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of St Augustine’s Church. Photo Carol Steele. 


Bell Tower 
Christianity — Early Years in Waimate 

A son of Te Rauparaha, Tamihana, had brought the Christian Faith to the Waimate 
Maori before Bishop Selwyn had visited the area. As early as 1844 the Bishop of 
New Zealand, Bishop George Selwyn visited the district and met with the Protector 
of Aborigines, Dr E. Shortland, north of Wainono. 

A Maori church was built about 1860 for the village which comprised of about 
70 people living in 30 whares on the edge of the Waimate Forest. During these early 
years Rev. Henry Harper and visiting clergy would hold services in the Studholme 
homestead and possibly in this Maori Church too. 

Waimate Township grew rapidly, mainly due to the 3,000 acres of native forest 
which cloaked the lower slopes of the Hunter Hills. There were as many as six sawmills 
in action up to 1878. More than 300 people were living in Waimate by 1864. Although 
there was no school or church there were three stores, a blacksmiths shop, baker, 
butcher, bootmaker and public house. 

The growth was spurred by the opening of a railway line to Waimate from 
Studholme Junction in 1877. 

The big forest fire in 1878 was a major setback for the town but the growing 
agricultural prosperity of the district ensured that Waimate continued to grow. 

Waimate became a borough in 1879 with a population of 1400. 

St Augustine’s Church 

Matai and totara were hauled from the Waimate forest in 1873 to build St Augustine’s 
church in Waimate. 

Designed by Benjamin Mountford, the church was built by J. W. Gaitt and G. 
Dickison for 350 pounds ($700). 
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St Augustine's Church “B” Grade Lych Gade and Lantern Tower. Photo Carol Steele. 


Bishop Henry Harper consecrated the church in 1873 and in 1874 a vicarage, 
designed by Mountfort, was completed for 662 pounds on land given by Michael 
Studholme. 

St Augustine’s lantern tower, built of kahikatea by S. Collett when the church 
was enlarged in 1889, is the building’s most distinctive feature. The east end was moved 
outwards to allow for the tower, believed to have been designed by the Rev. Charles 
Coates, and two transepts. 

Among the beautiful stained glass windows is one on the side of the sanctuary, 
based on the design of Sir Edward Bourne-Jones, a leading artist. The windows were 
both made by the English firm Morris and Company. 

The north window was installed in 1926 as a memorial to Lieutenant Clifford 
Barclay who was killed at Gallipoli. The other window is in memory of Fanny Genn. 
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The Valley Homestead “B” Grade. Photo Carol Steele. 


Waikakahi Estate and The Valley Homestead 
Waikakahi 

Included all land between Waihao and Waitaki Rivers and sea coast and Elephant 
Hill. In 1853 the Commissioner of Crown Lands, Colonel James Campbell, granted 
William Hyde Harris and Alphonso Clifford Run 11 22,500 acres (9106ha) and Run 
16, 34,400 acres (13,962) respectively. Samuel Pike took up a run for J. P. Taylor next 
to Clifford, but a reallotment of land saw Pike’s run made further west to become 
Elephant Hill. Pike’s land next to Clifford’s was then given to Samuel Stephens about 
1855, William Hyde Harris bought out both Stephens and Cliffords and entered into 
a partnership with David Innes of Pareora. They worked their runs together with a 
manager but the partnership was ended and Harris sold Waikakahi to John and Allan 
McLean Ill years later — 1866. John and Allan dissolved their partnership in 1880 
— Allan taking over Waikakahi till 1898 when he sold it to the Government to be 
divided up for chosen settlement. 

It was said to be one of the finest stations in South Canterbury consisting of 48,000 
acres freehold and carrying over 50,000 sheep. The township of Morven sprang up 
being the centre of the Waikakahi Estate and supplied the needs to the much increased 
population. 
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The Valley Homestead “B” Grade. Photo Carol Steele. 


The Homestead “B” Historic Classification 

The Homestead or Mansion, a kauri construction of 21 rooms was thought to 
be built about 1874. It is built on a gentle slope with a large area of garden and lawn 
in the foreground. The home is a brilliant piece of architecture — ceilings were 
plastered, some very ornate in the main rooms and some trimmed with the original 
gold leaf. In the kitchen was a large fireplace with two ovens on each side and logs 
six feet long could be burnt in the fireplace. This has now been taken out. Near the 
kitchen door there are a series of bells which are connected to the rooms in the house 
and to the front door. Each bell has a different tone indicating where the call was 
coming from. A large covered door leads to the hallway. On either side of the hallway 
almost at the top of the 13ft high walls are brass picture rails for hanging large pictures. 
The large lounge leading off the hallway is still papered in the same powder blue paper 
with a gold pattern on it. All the original furniture has now gone except a dining table. 
A large amount of linoleum remains showing little wear, its colour and patterns similar 
to todays vinyls. 

An attractive staircase leads upstairs to the bedrooms. The main bedroom — Mr 
McLeans was a large room on the sunny side of the house and his bathroom and dressing 
room lead off from it. Mr Alan McLean employed a housekeeper, Mrs Phillips and 
she had five maids under her supervision and had a bedroom next to Mr McLeans. 

Servants rooms were situated in the back portion of the homestead and these were 
lined with wide tongue and groove boards. Square 8in nails hold the wood work together 
— the iron roof is screwed on. 
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The Bluestone House “C” Grade. Photo Carol Steele. 


The Bluestone House “C” Grade Classification 

Steeped in the history of Waimate’s early settler days, the Bluestone House at 
13 Timaru Road, is believed to be the oldest residence still occupied in the Waimate 
Borough. It is unique in Waimate as possibly the most important example of a bluestone 
house still in existence in the vicinity and holds a “C” classification with the New 
Zealand Historic Places Trust. This means that the building merits preservation because 
of its historic significance. 

The site was originally occupied by a four roomed wooden dwelling built in about 
1864 by Larry Tooher, who was a shepherd for Michael Studholme at Te Waimate. 
Later he added four rooms in stone material and these four rooms still exist. The 
rock was carried from the Waimate Gorge. The original wooden section was pulled 
down shortly after and replaced by two rooms. 

Mr Tooher and his wife Sarah, both of whom were born in Ireland raised a family 
of three in the house. One of the sons, Mickey, held the ownership papers of the old 
house for some years. For most of its life it has been occupied, the present owners 
being Mr and Mrs John Hamilton. 

The first Roman Catholic Mass in the Waimate district was celebrated in the house 
in 1865 before 11 people by a French priest the Reverend Father Jean Bapists Chataigner. 
After this first service it was arranged that Mass be conducted ar Mr Tooher’s house 
twice a year. However, the frequency of Mass was increased to once every three months, 
then monthly and finally the congregation became so large the services were conducted 
in the Temperance Hall. The first Roman Catholic Church in Waimate was built in 
1876, this church was later shifted to Washdyke and is still in service there. 

In 1882 Mr Tooher sold the house and during its lifetime the house has had several 
owners whom have altered and added to it. Interior improvements were carried out 
in the 1970’s and in 1986 the New Zealand Historic Places Trust assisted with the 
funding for painting the roof. 

Bluestone House remains a memorial to the pioneers whose structures were built 
to withstand the elements for many years. 


Pa 


Blue Cliffs Station 
Homestead and Stables “C” Grade Classification 
Meat house/Dairy and Carriage Shed “D” Grade Classification 

In 1856 Henry Poingdestre applied for a Depasturing License for Run 31. A small 
wooden dwelling was built — Blue Cliffs was “born”. 

An excellent coverage of the “birth”, “adolescence” and “maturity” of Blue Cliffs 
‘is found in “Blue Cliffs” 1856-1975 by A. E. Woodhouse. 

The Station grew enormously over the early years. In 1872, the current owner, 
Mr Charles Meyer, increased his leasehold to 17,000 acres of back country, bringing 
the total area of Blue Cliffs to 40,000 acres. 

The small wooden dwelling was changed and enlarged considerably prior to Mr 
Charles Meyer’s bride’s arrival in 1875. Even running water was installed. 

Since the death of Mrs A. E. Woodhouse, the Station has been in the care of 
a Manager — Mr J. J. MacCauley. 


Thanks to: 
Mr and Mrs D. Studholme, Mrs A. Elworthy, Mr and Mrs B. Henshaw, Mr and 
Mrs T. Bailey and Waimate Museum. 
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4. Historic Places Trust interested in Retention 
of County Chambers “C” Grade 


The Historic Places Trust wrote to the County Council urging them to explore possible 
means of retaining their historic building, and through the agitation of some ratepayers 
a public meeting was called and a Feasibility Committee set up (later Retention 
Committee). 

When the new Local Government Complex was planned, ratepayers were concerned 
about the immense costs involved and as a result of objections a poll was taken to 
justify the project. The cost of upgrading the old County Building to meet the building 
code for Civil Defence Headquarters purposes were balanced against a new combined 
Borough/County Complex. This Complex, after meetings were held by Riding members 
in their respective ridings was given the go ahead with assurances from the County 
that no more ratepayers money would be spent on the old County Chambers. Plans 
to demolish the building were made with the Borough, the land to be used for 
carparking, garden, etc. The old County Chambers fate was sealed by way of a 
bargaining point to obtain approval for the new building without any regards for its 
historic significance or possible other uses. 

The Feasibility Committee were immediately faced with strong bias from the 
Councils to demolish the building. The ratepayers were given the impression that 
retention would mean higher rates. The local newspaper editor took a keen but one- 
sided interest in the matter. The Federated Farmers rose to the defence of the County 
Ratepayers and questioned the restoration and maintenance value to the community 
and voiced future possible costs to ratepayers. 

Restoration and a useful purpose were in the forefront of the Feasibility Committees 
plans and the work and effort and the traumas ahead were about to commence. The 
Feasibility Committee had to fulfil five conditions which the County Council had drawn 
up and were given a time limit to complete these by. The Committee agreed to these. 
The question of Land Compensation was apparent but it wasnt till a later date that 
a figure of $12,000 was made known. This amount seemed exceptionally large 
considering the interest in the land by the Borough was for a carpark and garden 
and the land was Crown Reserve Land. Also the Cultural Centre would be a public 
amenity and become a public Historic Reserve. 

In this chapter we cover, through paper cuttings, the formation of a Feasibility 
Committee; their consequent Report; ridicule of it at a Borough Council Meeting; 
reaction from the Committee and the public through letters to the editor; the Public 
Meeting and subsequent reactions, the positive and negatives. 
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ll December 1981 

HISTORIC PLACES TRUSTS LETTER TO WAIMATE COUNTY COUNCIL 
In a letter to the County Council, the Historic Places Trust has urged the 
Council to “explore every means of preserving this important building. It 
has considerable architectural value, both from the exterior facade and from 
the Council Chamber, and it is historically important as it dates from the 
beginning of the present county system. Very few local authority buildings 
survive intact from that early and important era in our local government 
development.” 

In February 1982, Mr M. Rattray, County Chairman, stated that the demolition 
of the old building was planned as part of the overall scheme for the new joint 
administration centre and works depot. The building site was to have been landscaped 
and probably used as a car park. However, there was agitation from some ratepayers 
to retain the building because of its historic value. The Council, which is sometimes 
accused of poor public relations, called a public meeting so that people could tell 
whether they thought the building should be demolished or retained. 


25 April 1982 

It was reported that a committee of five had been set up to conduct a feasibility 
study into the retention of the Waimate County Council building and chambers. 
However, the final decision on the building’s future would be made by the Council. 

The public meeting on 24th April to discuss the future of the building attracted 
about 80 people and was supported by a majority decision to elect the committee upon 
the motion of a member of the Waimate Historical Society, Mr M. Leonard. The 
motion stated the committee be given full power to act, co-opt and “do all things 
necessary to preserve the County Chambers”. 

Between April and December 1982 there is a gap in activities. This was 
deliberate, for the district was being canvassed for money to build extensions 
to the Regent Picture Theatre. Plans were for a dual purpose building to cater 
for local drama, musical productions and visiting artists. In fairness to this 
fundraising, the Retention Committee put their own activities on hold. 

To keep those interested informed the following letter was prepared and sent: 


County Chambers Preservation Committee 
PO. Box 13 
Waimate. 


Dear Friend, 

Our Committee was set up at a meeting convened by the Waimate County 
Council to consider the future of the County Chambers, which are under 
threat of demolition, and was charged with conducting a feasibility study 
in an effort to achieve preservation. 

The Chambers are at present classified “C” by the New Zealand Historic 
Places Trust — that is a building which merits preservation because of its 
historical significance or architectural quality. In a letter to the County 
Council the Trust has urged the Council to “explore every means of 
preserving this important building”. The letter went on: “It has considerable 
architectural value, both from the exterior facade and from the Council 
Chamber, and it is historically important as it dates from the beginning 
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of the present County system in 1876. Waimate is one of the original counties 
dating from the 1876 local government system. Very few local authority 
buildings survive intact from that early and important era in our local 
government development.” 

There is an increasing trend towards finding uses for old buildings rather 
than demolishing them. This obviously spells economic sense in a time 
of inflation and diminishing resources. Queen Street in Waimate would lose 
much of its character if the Council Chambers were to disappear. If they 
can remain side by side with the replacement building, we will have an 
attractive vista of the old and the new. 


Dr Crucikshank Memorial 

Those who firmly believe in the retention of the old Chambers see 
the area encompassing the Dr Cruickshank memorial, Seddon Square with 
its Band Rotunds, the Silos which are a distinctive Waimate landmark, and 
the swimming pool which carries the name of Norman Kirk, a former Prime 
Minister who thought so much of Waimate that he chose to be buried in 
the town, as a combination that will make that part of Queen Street a matter 
of pride and joy to future generations. That is, of course, if we, the citizens 
of today, so choose. 

The committee has planned its efforts in three stages. First, it had to 
be established that if the building is to be retained there will be a continuing 
use for it and the facilities provided in keeping with its character, and that 
organisations wanting to be involved can establish their ability to finance 
and maintain the building to a high standard over a period of years. 

Second, the cost of the exercise needed to be determined. Because of 
the support we have received we have asked our Structural Engineers and 
Quantity Surveyor to prepare working drawings for the restorative work 
required and to provide us with a firm estimate of the cost. We have received 
valuable encouragement and support from the Historic Places Trust and 
are confident that support will continue when the matter of finance for 
the project becomes a concern. 
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Once the cost has been established, the third stage — the raising of the 
necessary finance to strengthen and restore the building — will be a major 
challenge. 

Because we are encouraged and delighted with the response to our efforts 
to date in our feasibility study we are taking the liberty of writing to you 
to acquaint you with the progress of our campaign. 

We do this deliberately in this manner, because we in no way wish to 
interfere or challenge any support away from the Regent Picture Theatre 
Appeal now in progress. Whatever we desire to do publicly will have to 
wait until the present appeal is completed — we hope successfully. 

There are some points we wish to clarify because they have been 
mentioned by way of reservations some people have — although otherwise 
in favour of retaining the Chambers if at all possible. 

Firstly: As a result of written responses we are in no doubt the building 
in its restired state could be fully utilised to the benefit of the community 
and that finances for annual maintenance present no difficulty. 

Secondly: In wishing to retain the building we are well aware that from 
the County’s point of view it has outlived its usefulness as an office and 
administration complex apart from the fact that it does not comply with 
the earthquake standards. However, in conformity with present trends of 
“new lives for old buildings” it is ideal for its proposed new use as a cultural 
and arts centre. 

The cost of bringing it back to earthquake standards would only be a 
fraction of the cost of a comparable building which would not have the 
historical appearance or associations of the fine old structure. 

Waimate’s present generation has seen the disappearance of much of the 
town and district’s past history, through demolition of buildings and cessation 
of services. So much has gone, in fact, that one feels a form of fatalism 
could quite easily prevail and influence the degree of support residents might 
otherwise give towards the preservation of what is part of their heritage. 

We seek only to preserve for future generations — for their education 
and use — a building which historically — apart from the amenities it will 
offer — represents the history, hopes and aspirations of the past along with 
a complete confidence in the future. This fine old building’s continued 
presence on its present site will be a continuous challenge to those who 
follow — a reminder to them of a heritage we, and they, will have received 
from the pioneers of the past. Whatever the cost financially to do this, it 
will be insignificant by comparison. 

We seek your individual support for the project and hope you will publicise 
our efforts amongst your friends to gain both moral and financial support 
over as wide an area as possible. 

Thank you for your interest to date. We propose to keep you fully informed 
of our progress either by letter, newspaper or radio reports. If you know 
of others who desire to be on our mailing list, please ring Mr H. C. 
Rollinson, 7082; Mr M. D. Studholme 8737, or myself at 8666 Waimate. 


Yours Sincerely, 
M. J. Leonard, 
Secretary. 
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17 December 1982 

Sir, — Our Borough Councillors are 
toting up a remarkable record of whinging. 
For six months now a stream of objections 
have emanated from the Chambers, even 
extending to the chairs they sit upon. Their 
most recent effort stems from the work of 
a small group of citizens to preserve the 
old County Chambers. Waimate is only 
a small town and it would seem a little 
consultation by the Borough with this 
group before condemning their efforts 
would have been courteous. 
Citizen 


29 January 1983 

Sir, — Last year while my wife and I 
were visiting Europe and North America, 
we were most impressed not only with the 
increasing desire to retain historical 
buildings, but even more with the 
imaginative yet practical use to which they 
are now put, so that, far from being a 
charge on the local community, they 
actually become a source of revenue. . . 
So do not let us have regrets when the old 
building is gone... 
Dr R. Sibley. 


28 January 1983 

Sir, — . . . Waimate is fortunate in having 
a comprehensive nucleus of historical 
buildings already available for public 
inspection — the Museum, the Cuddy and 
station buildings at Te Waimate, Paterson’s 
Accommodation House and the old 
cottage at Knottingley Park . . . Waimate 
could easily find that it possesses a draw- 
card, for both tourists and students, that 
would be of far greater value than an 
expensive car park. The County Council 
building would be a valuable addition to 
their catalogue — especially as a contrast 
to the new complex alongside. 

Lloyd D. Kenyon. 
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Other readers made these points in 
support of demolition in Letters to the 
Editor: 


28 January 1983 

Sir, — The new local government 
building with its car parks and gardens is 
going to blend in with Seddon Square etc 
to make a very attractive centre to our 
community. That is, if that example of the 
worst of Victorian era’s architectural 
achievements can be obliterated. The old 
County Council building has no further 
use in the community. 


Sir, — . .. Anyone who can see the 
County building as anything more than a 
heap of rubble and bricks is insane. 


Sir, — . . . The Waimate County 
Council’s old building is hideous and 
unsafe. It reminds me of an outhouse for 
elephants in the Punjab... 


Sir, — I must agree that the building is 
not worth retaining if it is going to cost 
$10,000 to renovate . . 

The policy of the Historic Places Trust 
must be surely questioned if they are 
prepared to waste up to $30,000 of public 
monies on such an everyday common 
building as this... 


7 February 1983 

Sir, — “Boom”! 

“Is there any source whereby I may be 
able to obtain a copy of the IRA or PLO 
“Guide to Home Bomb Construction” or 
similar manuscript? 

Guy Fawkes 
(The Waimate Library does not have a 
copy — I have already asked. — Editor) 


The next few months were busy ones for the Committee. Letters were written to 
many groups to gauge their interest in the building. 
“... . what we want to know is simply your interest in the building and 
what way it, or part of the facilities could be used by your organisation 
if and when they became available . . .” (quote) 
Groups who did not have working facilities already were encouraged to view the 
building and consider its possibilities. 
Already there seemed to be emerging a strong interest towards an Arts Centre. 
The public were also given a chance to see for themselves what the building was 
really like inside, as for many it was only the office they ever saw when it came to 
pay their rates or renewed their licences! 


The Waimate Advertiser 20 April 1983 
County Council Chambers 
Arts Groups Invitation 


The Waimate Art Group invites members of the public to partake 
of free morning and afternoon tea at the County Chambers 


between 10am and 4pm tomorrow, Thursday. 
Members will be pleased to show people around the building 
and discuss their proposals for its future. 


A visitor’s book was compiled and many interesting comments and signatures 
were recorded. Many suggestions were made for further possible uses. To further 
inform the public another opportunity was given to visit the County Chambers. 
A leaflet was printed and distributed to all the homes in the town and on it 
a short history of the building was given. 


Notice of Meeting 
16 April 1983 
County Chamber Retention 

A public meeting will be held in the old 
County Chambers on Thursday next, 21st 
April 1983, at 8pm, to inform those 
interested on the matter of costs fund- 
raising, and proposed usages. The part 
New Zealand Historic Places Trust will 
play in the scheme will be explained. 
N. Wright 


The Waimate Advertiser 

20 April 1983 

States in an opening article — County Building meeting tomorrow quote 
“The fate of the old County Chambers will be decided at a public meeting 
tomorrow evening.” (This gives a totally different impression as to the meetings 
purpose and was completely incorrect.) 
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The meeting was recorded in the local paper this way. . . 
The meeting was held as one of the conditions set down by the Waimate 
County Council for the building retention feasibility committee to meet 
before the Council handed the building over. 

Mr Leonard would not allow any motions from the floor during the 
meeting. He said the future of the building had already been decided by 
the Council and that the purpose of the meeting was merely to fulfil a 
condition laid down by the Council and to answer any questions regarding 
the proposal to retain and restore the building. (He had given an undertaking 
to the County Chairman to this effect.) 

He responded to several calls from the floor for a show of hands on the 
issue by suggesting at the end of the meeting that opnion for and against 
the retention of the building was “roughly fifty-fifty — that’s my ruling”. 

The direction of the meeting did not please some people who had attended 
in the belief that the fate of the old building would be decided last night. 

Still others were upset that Mr Leonard would not accept motions from 
the floor. 

Mr H. C. Rollinson told the meeting that the estimated total cost for 
upgrading the building was $166,000 of which $30,000 had to be raised 
locally to attrat a dollar for dollar subsidy from the New Zealand Historic 
Places Trust. 

Mr M. D. Studholme said the Historic Places Trust would pay for future 
major repairs and maintenance of the building. He said that a substantial 
portion of the $30,000 required ready in hand, but he would not disclose 
how much. 

A local builder, Mr S. P., Townshend, said he was concerned that the 
committee was under the misapprehension regarding the degree of Labour 
Department assistance in the project. He said he understood that the 
department would shoulder only 10 percent (about $10,000) of the labour 
costs rather than the 90 percent ($90,000) anticipated by the committee. 

The committee has until the end of this month to meet the conditions 
set down by the County Council. 

Mr Ross Bell said he felt restoration of the building would be an example 
of the community looking backwards when it should be moving forward 
and urged the community to “look after something we have got” — citing 
the Waimate Stadium and Regent Theatre as examples. 


1 
The Waimate Advertiser §@@ 
22 April 1983 It . 


As I See it 

If there was an “As I See It” quote award it must surely go to Mr H. 
C. Rollinson who told the audience at last evening’s public meeting called 
by the County Chambers Retention Committee “the roof is sound, the 
foundations are sound . . . it is only the portion in the middle that needs 
restoration”. 
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The Waimate Advertiser 
22 April 1983 


County building questions unanswered — meeting a “Sham”. 
Last evening’s public meeting called by the County Chambers Retention 


Committee was described as “undemocratic” 


The Timaru Herald 
22 April 1983 


and a “sham”. 


Waimate Split on Fate of County Chamber 

Opinion on the fate of the old Waimate County Chamber was fairly evenly 
divided at a meeting of more than 100 people in Waimate last night, 
according to the meeting chairman, Mr M. J. Leonard. 


Letters »™ Editor 


“Advertiser” Letters to the Editor 

22 April 1983 

Sir, — Along with some very vocal 
gentlemen who made their views known 
to your readers on Friday, I also attended 
the public meeting held to discuss the 
proposed restoration project for the 
County Chambers. 

. . . AS a co-opted member of the 
Retention Committee I have been made to 
feel at times as though I am doing some- 
thing which is not in the town’s best 
interests. This is quite incredible. It’s an 
arts centre which we propose to establish 
in this building, not a gambling casino or 
a brothel. If the latter were the case, I 
could understand the opposition, but an 
arts centre? It can only do good in a town 
which has traditionally catered well for its 
sportsmen and women, but in which the 
broadening of cultural horizons has 
received little encouragement. . . 

Every group needs a home or base from 
which to work, and J can’t imagine a rugby 
club without clubrooms . . 

Lynda Wallace 
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Too Much Protest 

Sir, — Never have I heard such as took 
place in the old County Council building 
last Thursday night. 

A lawyer, a master builder, the business- 
men’s rep., councillors (was that Federated 
Farmers?) and goodness knows what other 
experts, all concentrated on bulldozing 
down another piece of Waimate’s history. 

And they were so vocal — No other 
experts could have such knowledge as 
theirs. 

Sirs, methinks you protest too much. 
M. Berryman 


The Waimate Advertiser 
27th April 1983 

Sir, — Surely the reason that the County 
Councillors decided to leave the old 
building was the fact that the building was 
no longer secure enough to house the 
Civic Defence and Emergency facilities 
with which the staff has been commis- 
sioned. Very few, if any, other buildings 
in Waimate would meet the specifications, 
needed for that purpose. 


. . . In my opinion, the burghers of 
Waimate would do well to take a bus 
collectively to Oamaru to see for them- 
selves how fine old buildings can be 
restored and preserved, and maybe learn 
a little civic pride at the same time. And 
you Sir, could accompany them and see 
the Oamaru Mail staff, and learn a lot 
about factual unbiased reporting. 

J. M. Hennessy 


“Advertiser” Letters to the Editor 
22nd April 1983 
Public Meeting? 

It was just a load of “verbal diarrhoea”. 

There is no way that a chairman of a 
public meeting cannot accept a motion 
pertaining to the business at issue 
providing the mover has a seconder and 
that is where Mr Leonard instituted his 
own one-sided meeting. 

If our County Councillors present 
uphold that sort of information as anything 
accurate I hope every ratepayer remembers 
in October. . . 

Mr Leonard cannot be so naive with all 
his years of experience to expect to get 
away with that lot last night. 

I only hope that the Borough Council 
has the guts to stick to their decision of 
$12,000 compensation from the County 
Council for failing to supply the agreed 
land. 

A former borough councillor some time 
ago made a remark “insidious” the word 
was. I think now he was not far out. 
John McConnell 
Penny McConnell 
Robert McCaw 
Graham Ramsay 
A. G. Bennett 


Sir, — . . . This was a public meeting 
and the public must be informed. As for 
the estimate of price to restore and 
strengthen the building, you could not even 
build a brick toilet for that amount. 

R. T. Bell 
Waimate 


County Building 

Sir, — I have, over a period of more than 
30 years performed repairs, maintenance 
and alterations to the said building, and 
in my opinion the building is a heap of 
disintegrating bricks, instead of being 
bonded together by mortar, are kept apart 
by rotten lime mortar, which has abso- 
lutely no key or strength — the bricks 
themselves are half-baked doughboys . . . 

The building would, in my opinion, not 
even be acceptable as hardfill, because of 
its rotten nature. 

To sum up, the County has paid an 
expert to prove that what I have said here 
is fact. 

Ron Hutt 


Facts Not Fiction 

I am afraid I was not convinced that these 
amateur groups are going to make the full 
use of this building that we were told. . . 

I commend the efforts of those people 

who have worked to retain the building, 
but I am not convinced that there are as 
many for the retention of the building as 
has been stated. 
R. W. Blick 


Knock It Down 

Sir, — It astounds me when a public 
meeting is called to discuss the County 
building, the first thing you are told when 
arriving at the appointed hour is that there 
will be no motions from the floor and that 
it is the view of the chairman you are wast- 
ing your time anyhow. 

Mr Rollinson stood up and said the floor 
and ceiling are quite sound, only the bit 
in the middle is rotten; and Mrs Butler told 
the audience she would like to make a bar- 
be-que on the south side of the building. 
Norm Richards 


It was extremely sad that so much emotion 
was aroused through the misunderstanding of 
the meeting’s intention. Personally, I was quite 
unprepared for the mood of the people and ill 
equipped to cope, being totally unfamiliar with 
public speaking. Others found themselves in 
the same position. 


IF 


5. The County Council Sets Five Conditions 


The Retention Committee was set the task of meeting five conditions the County 
Council had made, as the requirements necessary before handing the building over. 
These were as follows: 


1. That the Committee shows it has the necessary finance available for improvements 
required to strengthen and upgrade the building as laid down in estimates supplied 
by Bickell, Moss and Partners (engineers and surveyors) and including the amount 
of their professional fees. 


2. That the Committee shows that the future use and occupancy of the building is 
assured, and that revenue will be available for its continued maintenance. 


3. That the Committee covers any cost in acquiring the land, that it bears any survey 
expenses involved, and that it have funds available to reimburse the Waimate Council 
for any loss of land. 


4. That the Committee set up a trust to administer the building. 


5. That the Committee call a public meeting before fundraising to inform the public 
of the expenses involved in the strengthening and restoration programme; how 
it intended to collect the money. 
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THE CONDITIONS HAVE BEEN MET! 


County Chambers Retention Committee 
P.O. Box 144 

Waimate 

3rd May 1983 

The County Clerk 

Waimate County Council 

PO. Box 3 

Waimate 

Dear Sir, 

Re: County Chambers — your letter of 8-2-1983 

On behalf of the above Committee I reply herewith to the conditions 
set out in your letter mentioned above. 

(a) We can show to Councils satisfaction that we have the necessary finance 
available for the improvements required to strengthen and upgrade the 
building. 

We have at the time of writing a sum of $38,321 available and our canvas 
of the district and other sources of finance is by no means complete. 

We have by way of cash contributed, and pledges of money when required, 
a sum of $18,321. We have a loan over five years of $10,000. This money, 
plus cash contributions when they come in is being immediately placed 
on interest bearing deposits for varying terms, because from the time the 
Council makes it’s decision it will take approximately two months to obtain 
the working drawings to enable work to commence. 

Interest from this source will in the initial stage balance out the interest 
payable and later means the cost of the money raised in this manner will 
only cost four percent — the difference between loan interest and fixed 
or term deposit interest, as the $10,000 will not be required until Stage Two 
is commenced, by which time, through money raising efforts by the 
organisations who propose to use the facilities, the amount will be more 
than covered. 

To meet the Borough Council’s demand for compensation we have a 
further $10,000 available. It has not, and will not, be uplifted until it is 
required to be paid, but we will produce to Council’s satisfaction that the 
money is immediately available. 

Authority has been given to the County Clerk to check with our Bank’s 
accountant to verify what has been outlined above. 

The sum at present in our account for immediate use is $17,000. 

(b) The organisations who have indicated in writing their desire to use 
and maintain the building are: The Waimate Art Group; The Waimate Potters 
Group; The Waimate Drama Society; The Waimate Historical Society 
(Archives Section). 

The above groups represent a large active membership. 

There are several other proposed usages subject to availability of space 
such as; Tourism; Citizens Advice Bureau; Social Services Centre, but these 
would use only one main office and interview room, the main emphasis 
being on the arts and the promotion and teaching thereof. Exchange 
Education is another idea, depending on the demand. 
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Attached as Appendix B 1, 2, 3, and 4, are letters of support from the 
four main users of the building. Their present financial situation and the 
contributions they have made to the restoration fund confirms their ability 
to maintain the building in so far as day to day running costs are concerned. 

(c) The figure of $12,000 compensation, asked by the Borough, was not 
envisaged when your conditions were accepted. The later advice was 
something of a bombshell and, as you are aware, the Historic Places Trust 
imposed a condition regarding the offer of a subsidy up to $30,000. This 
means the whole of the $12,000 must be found by the Committee on top 
of the $29,000 estimated cost of the work. This has meant the provision 
of a loan to bridge the gap as already explained. 

The other conditions we can also meet. 

We assume “covering the cost of acquiring the land” means legal expenses 
etc. 

The survey costs will be met by Historic Places Trust through their 
standing arrangement with the Lands and Survey Department. 

(d) We see no difficulty in this matter. Such will be done in consultation 

with the New Zealand Historic Places Trust. 
(e) This meeting has been held. In this regard, we wish to emphasise that 
in spite of some very biased newspaper criticism, the business of the meeting 
was clearly set out in the advertisement calling the meeting, and was strictly 
in accordance with what your Council asked us to do. 

The meeting was conducted accordingly. 

Finally, we understand Council will be making their decision on 
Wednesday, Ilth May. 

This Committee is prepared to be present to clarify any points, give a 
further update on our finances as monies are continually being received, 
and generally to assist Council in their decision. 

We would respectfully draw your attention to the New Zealand Historic 
Places Trust’s proposal to upgrade the classification on the building and 
their reasons for doing so, and ask that, should your decision go against 
its retention, a reasonable time be set before possible demolition is set in 
motion. 

We sincerely thank Council members for their many considerations over 
a long period in this matter and assure them that we in turn have acted 
in what we believe to be in the best interests of the town and district, to 
preserve a heritage that could be restored and used to the great advantage 
of present and future generations. Those who openly oppose the retention 
of the building have sectional rather than public interests — fear of a charge 
in their rates or fear that their own particular project may suffer a loss 
of support. 

All are negative in their opposition and devoid of valid reasons to support 
their views. 


Yours faithfully 


M. J. Leonard 
Chairman. 
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NEW LIFE .. . 


This section contains a Quantity Surveyor’s report, plus the design and purposes 
jor the County Chambers as an Arts Centre. 


W925 

5th October 1982 

County Chamber Preservation Committee 
P.O. Box 6 

Waimate 


Attention Mr H. Rollinson 
Dear Sir, 
Waimate County Council Building — Restoration 


Further to our telephone conversation of today, we have included a 
breakdown of the Estimates for the Restoration of the County Chambers. 

This breakdown estimate has been prepared by Mr P. Hollows, Registered 
Quantity Surveyor, and using the same arbitrary divisions as in our report 
of 20 September 1982. 


Stage One Works 


Labour — 
Specialised or Supervisory $16,000 
Labour — 
General $48,000 
Total Labour content $64,000 
Materials 29,700 
Preliminaries and General $2,200 
Contingency Sum 5,300 
Contractors Margin 5,000 
Stage One Works $106,200 


We trust this breakdown of the estimates into their relevant sections gives 
your Committee the information you require at this stage. As can be seen, 
the major cost element is in the Labour sector, and as stated in our earlier 
report, a large proportion of this falls in the largely unskilled category. 

If you require any further studies in this matter, or any additional 
information please contact this office. 


Yours faithfully, 


p.p. Brickell, Moss and Partners 
N. W. Lea 
c.c. P. Hollows, Quantity Surveyor. 
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The Arts Centre of Christchurch 

2 Worchester Street 

Christchurch 

9 May 1983 

Mr N. Rattray 

County Chairman 

Waimate County Council 

PO. Box 3 

Waimate 

Dear Sir, 
Re: Waimate County Chambers 
During our brief visit to Waimate last Friday, Mr Graeme Gorton, 

Executive Officer of this Council, and I had the opportunity to visit the 

County Chambers... 

1. Precedents for the retention and conversion of similar buildings for 
community cultural centres abound in New Zealand, both in small and 
large communities. 

2. Experience both in New Zealand and overseas suggests that such re- 
use of old buildings is by far the most economical way of providing 
for the physical requirements of a community’s cultural activities. This 
is still true given the cost of earthquake strengthening, maintenance, 
overheads and so on. 

3. Experience has shown that the provision of such a focus for the 
community’s cultural activity results in both a heavy demand for the 
space and a mushrooming and regeneration of that activity. 
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4. The most successful and flourishing examples of such centres in New 
Zealand all had their strong and vocal detractors at the early stages. 

5. The Resource Centre of the Queen Elizabeth II Arts Council of New 
Zealand has for loan a great deal of information in the form of reports, 
slides and books on similar projects in New Zealand and overseas. 

6. From my brief observations, and based on my experience at dozens 
of similar projects, the building in question appeared quite suitable 
for the purpose envisaged. It appeared in better physical condition than 
many which have converted very successfully. 

We respectfully submit these remarks in the hope that they may help 
to inform your Council in its deliberations. We would offer the assistance 
of this office in any practical way which might assist your Council in this 
matter. 

Yours faithfully, 
Brett Riley 
Chairman. 


SOURCE OF ANTICIPATED INCOME TO ANNUALLY SERVICE AND 
MAINTAIN THE BUILDING 


Note: The figures shown beside each group are as supplied by them with an assurance 
that the figure is realistic and quite within their capabilities and resources. 
Annual Income 
ART GROUP $200 
(based on four small exhibitions per year for which a rental would be charged 
plus a commission on sales. The figure is considered very conservative) 


WAIMATE COMMUNITY ART COUNCIL $120 
(based on performances of about six per year at a rental of $20 each) 

POTTERY and ART SCHOOLS $150 
DRAMA SOCIETY $80 


(based on four evenings per year for such things as play readings, childrens 

theatre etc at a rental of $20 each.) 

RENTALS $300 
(for travelling art shows and exhibitions, lectures, visiting musical artists 

or groups, individual or small entertainment groups and the like — six 

evenings) 

(See Waimate Community Arts Council supporting letter) 


STRONG ROOM RENTAL: say $100 

(for storage of valuable records, for which we have already had an enquiry) 

ANNUAL ARTS FESTIVAL $1,500 

OTHER fund-raising activities, socials, demonstrations, catering activities 

etc.) $500 
Total estimated Annual Income $2,950 


This figure would more than adequately meet the estimated annual outgoings and 
maintenance of approximately $1500. This estimate of outgoings has been based on 
a verbal estimate from the ex-County Clerk of $1,000-$1,200 p.a. and by a comparison 
with the Courthouse/Museum’s annual maintenance cost (under $900 for 1982-83 year). 
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A floor plan of proposed uses for the old Waimate County Chambers 


Workshop for crafts and pottery schools 
Pottery kiln room 

Meeting room, library etc. 

Womens dressing room 


. Mens toilet 
. Womens toilet 


Archives and storage 

Exhibitions of Arts, Pottery and Photography also intimate theatre 
Coffee shop 

Working area for dance and drama, art workshops and craft sales 
Office and reception 

Area for historical pictures 

Foyer 

Covered area — storage 

Patio with table and chairs 
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WAIMATE ART GROUP 
PROPOSED USES FOR THE COUNTY COUNCIL BUILDING 


The Waimate Art Group was formed to encourage and foster the arts. 
Owing to its very successful annual exhibitions, which draw people from larger 


centres due to its high standard, the group has considerable imvestments which could 
ideally be put to use to further the aims stated above. 


We strongly feel that the establishment of an Arts Centre in the old County building 


would do much to encourage the development of the arts in Waimate. 


Ly 


We can see the following uses for the building: 

Small exhibitions by both local and visiting artists, many of which can be brought 
to Waimate by the Community Arts Council, could be held in the Chambers. The 
Group owns its own portable lights which would be set up in the Chambers to 
adequately light such exhibitions. 

Workshops and seminars would be held in arts and crafts, conducted by either 
locals or visiting artists. There is difficulty in finding other local venues willing 
to take painting schools due to the possibility of getting paint on the floor etc. 
They could be held during the week in the building, which other suitable venues 
are not usually available during the week. 

Annual or bi-annual Arts Festivals — The County Council building, sited as it 
is right next to Seddon Square, provides a setting with great possibilities for the 
holding of an arts festival on a regular basis. Such a festival would be a combination 
of displays of arts and crafts, sale of the same, musical performances and outdoor 
dramatic performances. Such festivals are becoming very popular and are extremely 
well attended, even in such small centres as Peel Forest. The proceeds of such 
a festival could well amount to all that would be needed to maintain the building 
for a year (i.e. $1,500). 

Working demonstrations could be held throughout the year of such arts and crafts 
as painting, pottery, spinning, embroidery, macrame, patchwork, basketry, floral 
art, woodcarving etc. by local and visiting artists. These demonstrations would 
be held purely for the benefit of the local community. 

Art Group Meetings — Committee meetings are held about six or seven times 
throughout the year, but are held more frequently in the weeks leading up the 
annual exhibition. A room in the building could be used for the purpose of holding 
meetings, perhaps being shared with other users of the building. 

Storage of Assets — We have a considerable amount invested in lighting, screens 
and display boxes which need to be stored safely when not in use. Our present 
lack of a central site for storage causes much inconvenience. These display aids 
will be invaluable for the mounting of exhibitions in the Chambers. 

Gallery to display the permanent collection of paintings and other art works which 
have been bought by the Art Group at their annual exhibition from guest artists 
over a number of years. These works are the nucleus of what will become an 
extensive and stimulating collection. 


WAIMATE POTTERY GROUP 
Some special features of this building to us as Potters are: 


(a) A suitable room for a kiln to be permanently installed 
(b) Good work room area with good light entrance 

(c) Meeting room and library prospects 

(d) Wonderful Exhibition area and Gallery 
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PROPOSED USES AND MAINTENANCE MEANS FOR TWO ROOMS OF THE 
COUNTY BUILDING. (SOUTH-WEST CORNER) AND ALSO THE COUNTY 
CHAMBERS 


Monthly meetings would be held (both day and night meetings). These meetings 
usually consist of some practical and sharing time as well as the usual business, such 
as: films and slides, practical working techniques demonstrated and problems discussed. 


Children’s Classes could be held on Saturdays, after school and/or as holiday 
specials. This would give our children a deeper understanding and appreciation of 
the craft and an outlet for artistic expression. 


A sawdust and raku kiln could be built outdoors at the back of the building and 
firing sessions could take place using these kilns. A great sense of satisfaction comes 
from taking part in these more primitive firing types in which people can become 
more personally involved. 


Working Schools — usually two or three a year would be held over the weekends. 
These are demonstrations by experienced potters from other centres of New Zealand. 


Small exhibitions would be held, at least two throughout the year, and working 
demonstrations given by the potters exhibiting. 


Tour Groups could be encouraged to visit the proposed Cultural and Arts Centre 
and offered hospitality, pottery and crafts souvenirs for sale. 


A suggested key charge to be made to such users once our facilities are established. 


At the moment, only one night class is available in Waimate to pottery enthusiasts. 
These facilities would provide another alternative with the added choice of day as 
well as night-time meetings. 


Unemployed young people to have pottery instruction through special Craft Courses 
run through the Labour Department Work Schemes if possible. 


WAIMATE DRAMA SOCIETY 


We would intent to use the old County Council building in the following ways: 
Play readings 
Rehearsal Rooms — which are badly needed by our Society. 


Storage for Properties and Costumes — the costumes are very much in demand 
by the general public, so becomes a public service which should be easily accessible. 


Intimate Theatre — the chambers could become a comfortable small theatre if 
the seats which are to be removed from the Regent Theatre could be used. Not all 
productions are suitable for a large venue such as the Regent, due to factors such 
as the limited public appeal of some productions. 


Junior Drama Classes — could be held for both adults and children. 
Visiting Tutors in Drama and Stagecraft could be brought to the centre. 


Outdoor Drama Productions could be held in Seddon Square perhaps as part of 
an annual Arts Festival. 


Meeting Centre for the Society. 


Chamber Music Recitals — As such events usually only draw a limited audience 
(less than 100) a large venue is not at all suitable. The Chambers could be ideal. 


Solo Performances. 
Compiled by Mrs Nanette Wright. 
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WAIMATE HISTORICAL SOCIETY 


P.O. Box 13 
Waimate 
28th April 1983 
PROPOSED USE FOR COUNTY COUNCIL BUILDING 

The following is an extract from the Historical Society meeting held on 5th May 
1982. 

“A letter was received from the County Chambers Feasibility Study Committee 
asking the Society to state 
(a) whether it is interested in retaining the building, and 
(b) whether the Society would be interested in using any part of the building for display 
or storage. 

Following discussion, Mrs J. Coulter, seconded by Mr D. Purdie, moved that 
both proposals be agreed to.” 

. . . As curator of the Museum I see our needs as regards storage for archives 
as follows: 

We have collected over the years a large number of minute books, records of defunct 
businesses and other such local archive material, which are presently far too many 
in number to be accommodated satisfactorily in our Museum strongroom. 

These records form an invaluable tool for researchers and historians and need 
to be in premises where they are easily accessible and able to be properly arranged 
and classified. I would consider the strongroom or storeroom in the old County building 
to be ideal for this purpose, although it does at present seem to need a ventilator or 
something similar to keep the air flowing through it and prevent records and books 
from becoming damp and musty. As this room was previously used for the storage 
of County Council records I would imagine that it must be at least acceptable for 
such purposes. . . 


Yours faithfully 


Lynda Wallace 
Secretary and Curator 


THE POTTER 


by Margaret Fryer 


As 
she 
sat 
poised 
at the potters wheel, 
The kneaded clay resting in her sensuous hands; 
her 
inner 
mind 
groped for the finished pot, 
A thing of beauty as yet unsprung. 
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TO  _—_____£ | 


As 

the 

wheel 
spun 

the clay slopped water 
lubricating the living particles to be unleashed; 
her 

hands 

sought 

to unfold the beauty her mind conceived 
Technique mastered and then released. 
AS | 

the 

pot 
grew 

controlled, known — caught in the hypnotic 
rhythm of a timeless art, 
the 

humble 

clay 

became transformed — no longer mud or mess 
| but fashioned, acceptable, to its creator. 


Just as the potter had vision, so did those who could see the possibilities of the 
Chambers. 
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7. LEGALITIES AND THEIR EFFECTS... 


Legalities and their effects . . . 


A vast amount of written material had accumulated over the two years of 
negotiations, so to retain some continuity I have shortened some letters and articles 
which were repetitive with dots . . . The full documents have been stored in archives. 


This section not only includes the more formal moments of Court Hearings and 
Protection Notices but covers the impact into the Community and Local Bodies. 


Conflict over the $12,000 
Borough demanding from County 
for loss of land that the County 
Chambers is on 


The Protection Notice 
is issued 
six months later 
it is removed 
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5 March 1983 

Waimate Borough Council’s letter to Retention Committee 
The following sets out Councils attitude to the question of Compensation: 
1. Both Councils agreed 


2. As part of their proportion of costs certain properties were to be provided 
by each local body. The land . . . was offered by the County Council 
as part of their contribution. 


3. As a result of subsequent development it became unlikely that the 
County Council could deliver part of the properties offered by it. . . 


18 April 1983 
Barrie Brucefield McBride Limited (Design Consultants) letter to Retention Committee 


Thank you for the inspection of County Chambers. The building, erected 
in 1878, while not an outstanding architectural monument, is never the less 
an important part of early Waimate development. It’s classical form shows 
the confidence that the early settlers hasd in the future of the fast growing 
community. 


For the last decade or so in New Zealand, we seem to have been hell 
bent on turning history into car parks. While all old buildings cannot possibly 
be saved, I feel that it is important that the County building should remain 
as a vital part of your historic townscape. 


23 April 1983 
Retention Committee’s letter to Waimate County Council 


This Committee was instructed to approach the Borough to discuss the 
sum of $12,000 requested . . . I have approached the Mayor, Mr A. F. 
McLay, but he refuses such a meeting as the matter is between the Borough 
and County. A point to be clarified is the size of that portion of the section 
on which the building stands. 


28 April 1983 
Historic Places Trust’s letter to Waimate County Council 


During a recent visit to your area, the Trust’s Buildings Classification 
Committee revisited the Waimate County Chambers. The Trust wishes to 
consider classifying this building under section 35(1) (b) of the Historic 
Places Act 1980 as meriting permanent preservation because of its great 
historical significance and/or architectural quality. 


5 May 1983 ; 
Fitzgerald Stanley (Registered Public Valuers) letter to Retention Committee 


. . . We have noted that Mr Reid, Registered Valuer, has placed a value 
of $12,000 upon this 2,000 square metre area. If it were offered as a freehold 
uninhibited site capable of residential or possibly commercial use, we think 
this value is fair. However, this land is not in fact clear freehold property, 
but a Reserve belonging to the Crown . . . because of its special designation 
we think a discount of the order of 50-75%. 
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9 May 1983 
Brett Riley (Chairman of the Southern Regional Arts Council) letter to Waimate County 
Council 
From my brief observations and based on my experience at dozens of 
similar projects, the building in question appeared quite suitable for the 
purpose envisaged... . 


12 May 1983 
Waimate County Council’s letter to Historic Places Trust 
. . . Could not show Council that they had the necessary finance available 
for the required strengthening. Council has declined to hand the building 
over. 

(Our solicitor, Mr G. Berry, prepared an application for a High Court injunction 
to have a stay put on the building to prevent demolition. At this stage it was the County 
Council’s stated intention to carry on with the demolition of the building as this quote 
from their letter to the Trust illustrates:) 

“The Council will, therefore, proceed with the demolition of the building 
as originally decided, and this action is programmed to commence early 
in the month of June, 1983.” 

(We had no control over the length of proceedings as some suggested at the time. 

The recommendation of upgrading the building from a “C” to a “B” was made 
by an investigating group for the Historic Places Trust and was put to their September 
meeting. Notification of the Trust’s intention and the implications of the upgrading 
were sent to the County Council on 28th April 1983. The County were given three 
months in which to lodge their comments with the Trust.) 


The Waimate Advertiser 
1 June 1983 
Demolition Injunction Served on County 
A High Court injunction has been served on the Waimate County Council 
preventing it from taking any steps towards demolishing the old Chambers 
in Waimate. 
Oamaru solicitor, Mr G. Berry, representing the Chamber’s Retention 
Committee, handed over the injunction at the Council’s meeting this week. 
Mr Berry said the Committee had applied to the High Court for a review 
of the Council’s decision on the Chambers and the injunction prevents any 
action being taken until the application is heard. 
The High Court hearing will be held in Timaru, but as the High Court 
there convenes only quarterly, Mr Berry said it could be six months before 
the matter is dealt with. 


The Waimate Advertiser “AS 
3 June 1983 | 


I notice that the County Chambers Retention Committee have slapped 
a High Court injunction on the Waimate County Council preventing it from 
taking steps towards demolishing their old Chambers. 
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It could be that the Retention Committee might be on “shaky” ground 
regarding possible financial assistance from the Historic Places Trust if 
a newspaper report quoting the Trust’s chairman, Dr N. C. Begg is correct. 
Referring to the size of the Lottery Board grant to the Trust Mr Begg 
is reported as saying “Many buildings in urgent need of preservation will 
have to be neglected. The Trust will be unable to develop some of its existing 
properties . 4+ 
I believe that it took the Historic Places Trust quite a 
considerable length of time before it came to light with the 
finance to pay for the repainting of the Waimate Museum. 
Was this a pointer to the future bearing in mind that the 
Museum building is classified as “Class B” and the County 
Chambers only “Class C”. 
Will the Historic Places Trust therefore be in a position to 
support the Waimate cause to the extent of $30,000? 
We sure live in interesting times. 
— Comment from the Waimate Historical Society 


— This is contrary to fact. 


29 June 1983 
RETENTION COMMITTEE’S LETTER TO SOUTH CANTERBURY MASTER 
BUILDERS ASSOCIATION 
We understand that you are concerned about the use of Labour Department 
PEP labour on restoration . . . we would be only too pleased to meet with 
members to discuss any matters which are concerning you. 


15 July 1983 
G. L. BERRY’S LETTER TO RETENTION COMMITTEE 
Please find enclosed a set of Rules which we believe would be appropriate 
to incorporate the Retention Committee as an Incorporated Society .. . 
objects to preserve and maintaining the Old County Chambers building 
and undertaking its management. 


28 July 1983 
The Retention Committee agreed to become an Incorporated Society. 


The Courts 


Waimate Chambers Subject of Hearing 
Historical buildings did not seem to find favour with local authorities 
in the Waimate area, said counsel for a Waimate residents’ group which 
sought in the High Court in Christchurch yesterday the continuation of an 
interim injunction to prevent the Waimate County Council from demolishing 
the 105-year-old county chambers which it has vacated. 


32 


Mr G. L. Berry, of Oamaru, counsel for the Waimate County Chambers 
Retention Committee, said that although Waimate was one of New Zealand’s 
oldest farming districts and rural towns there was not a single building listed 
under the district planning schemes of either the Waimate County Council 
or Waimate Borough Council as of historical or architectural significance. 

He said that this in itself denoted at best a lack of awareness by the County 
Council of its responsibilities under the Local Government Act and the 
Town and Country Planning Act to preserve the historical legacies of the 
district. 

The retention committee and its chairman, Martin Joseph Leonard, were 
named as applicants in the case, and the County Council (represented by 
Mr J. R. Milligen, of Christchurch), as respondent. 


8 August 1983 
MR G. L. BERRY’S LETTER TO HISTORIC PLACES TRUST 
We regret that the High Court decision is not more favourable but the 
result is not unexpected from the legal point of view. The application by 
the Committee might have succeeded if the correspondence and dealings 
between the Committee and the Council went far enough to establish a 
contractural obligation. 
The situation now is therefore clear, that the continuing protection and 
preservation of the building from any attempt at demolition can best be 
pursued by the Trust. 


15 August 1983 
HISTORIC PLACES TRUST’S LETTER TO RETENTION COMMITTEE 
Notification of approval of Protection Notice. 


15 September 1983 
HISTORIC PLACES TRUST’S LETTER TO WAIMATE HISTORICAL SOCIETY 
Approval of the issuing of Protection Notice. 


16 September 1983 

WAIMATE COUNTY COUNCILS LETTER TO HISTORIC PLACES TRUST 
Request that — 
1. The Trust accepts liability for all legal survey and other costs. . . 
2. That this offer expires and will be withdrawn 9am, 27 September, 1983. 


NEW ZEALAND HISTORIC PLACES TRUST 
Antnen House, 63 Boulcort Sereet, Ph 724-341 
Prevaee Bag. Widlangsoe t 


WAIMATE COUNTY COUNCIL BUILDING 
PROTECTION NOTICE 


1. PURSUANT to section 36 of the Historic Places Act 1980 the New Zealand Historic 
Places Trust hereby declares that the building situated at Queen Street, Waimate, and 
known as the Waimate County Council Building, together with its associated land 
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described in the Schedule to this notice, is protected for the purposes of the Act and 
shall not be demolished, altered or extended as provided herein. 


2. The following conditions and restrictions shall apply in respect of the land and 
the preservation and protection of the building: 
(a) The essential elements of the building that are to be preserved are its external 
elevations together with the interior former County Council Chamber. 
(b) This notice does not apply to any other buildings situated upon the land 
other than the building referred to in the Schedule hereto. 


3. This notice may be cited as the Waimate County Council Protection Notice. 


SCHEDULE 
Building: Waimate County Council Building, Queen Street, Waimate 
Land: All that piece of land situated in the Borough of Waimate being part of 
Section 610 of the Waimate Borough and part of a crown reserve vested 
in the Waimate County Council. 


Dated at Wellington this 13th day of September 1983. 


THE COMMON SEAL OF THE NEW ZEALAND HISTORIC PLACES TRUST 
was hereinunder affixed in the presence of two Board Members. 


PURSUANT to section 36 of the Historic Places 1980, I hereby approve the 
Waimate County Council Building Protection Notice. 


Dated at Wellington this 13th day of September 1983. 


PROTECTION ORDER GRANTED FOR WAIMATE COUNTY CHAMBERS 
Wednesday 21 September 1983 

A protection order over the 105-year-old Waimate County Chambers has 
been granted by the Minister of Internal Affairs, Mr Highet. 

The New Zealand Historic Places Trust applied to the minister for the 
protection order following a decision last week by the Christchurch High 
Court. The court rejected an application by the local retention committee 
for an interim injunction to prevent the Chambers being demolished. 

In granting the order Mr Highet said there was substantial local support 
for the building’s retention with a local committee raising funds for its 
preservation. 

“I am hopeful that the issue of the notice will allow the various interested 
parties to come together and discuss the future of the building,” he said. 
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STEPS INVOLVED TO ISSUE PROTECTION NOTICE OUTLINED 
21 September 1993 


A summary of the various steps involved when the New Zealand Historic 
Places Trust issues a protection notice has been outlined by trust director, 
Mr J. R. S. Daniels. 

The summary states that once the appropriate local authority — in this 
case the Waimate Borough Council — has served the notice within 14 days 
of its receipt the notice becomes effective and “no person shall, without 
the consent of the trust, carry out any works for the demolition, alteration 
or extension of the buildings subject to the protection notice except as 
provided by the notice”. 

The owners and occupiers of the building (Waimate County Council), 
the other parties directly affected by the notice and the Minister of Works 
and Development have the right to make submissions in respect of or to 
object to the notice. 

Once the time for receiving submissions and objections has expired the 
borough council considers those it has received together with the trust’s 
explanation of the notice and recommends to either the trust, or to the 
Minister of Works and Development in the case of land owned by the crown, 
whether the notice should be confirmed, modified or revoked or made 
subject to conditions, restrictions or prohibitions. 

The trust, or the Minister of Works in the case of crown-owned land, 
then considers the council’s recommendation and advises it whether the 
trust or the minister accepts the recommendation. 

Anyone concerned such as the Minister of Works, the Borough Council, 
the County Council or any other party who was directly affected and 
objected, may appeal to the Planning Tribunal against the decision of the 
trust (or the Minister of Works) to accept or reject the Borough Council’s 
recommendation. The trust may also appeal to the Planning Tribunal against 
the Minister of Works’ decision in respect of crown-owned land. 

The planning tribunal would then determine the appeal. 

If no appeals are lodged or if the Planning Tribunal would then determine 
the appeal. 

If no appeals are lodged or if the Planning Tribunal upholds the protection 
notice on appeal the Borough Council would include the notice in its district 
scheme. 

The protection notice continues in effect until it is either cancelled by 
the Town and Country Planning Act 1977. 

Mr Daniels said it should also be noted that the owner of the building 
may apply to the trust for consent to carry out work to a building subject 
to a protection notice and the trust may grant or refuse. 


PROTECTION ORDER GRANTED 
Mr G. Berry’s comments 
21 September 1983 


Mr Berry said the Trust could negotiate with the Council on a new set 
of conditions or it could appeal to the planning tribunal against the Minister’s 
protection order. However, he said he would be “surprised” if the tribunal 
set aside the order. 


Me 


He said a protection order had to be issued so the Council did not pressure 
the Trust into terms that were not acceptable for a takeover. 

“If the conditions are not acceptable to the Trust the ball will be back 
in the Council’s court. It can renegotiate terms with the Trust or appeal 
to the planning tribunal, but I think it unlikely that the protection order 
would be set aside,” Mr Berry said. 

The Trust has also upgraded the Chambers from a C (merits preservation) 
grading to a B (merits permanent preservation because of great historical 
significance or architectural quality) grading. 

Buildings graded A or B by the Trust could not be demolished if the 
Minister issued a Protection Order over them, Mr Berry said, and no work 
at all could be done on the building without the consent of the Historic 
Places Trust. 


WAIMATE ADVERTISER 
PROTECTION NOTICE BOMBSHELL!! 
Cr T. Hurst 

Mr Hurst said the protection notice came as a “bombshell” to the Council, 
which had been given an understanding from Waitaki MP, Mr J. H. 
Elworthy, that the Council would be approached before the notice was 
approved. 

However, this did not happen and this had upset the Council, which 
believed it had acted responsibly in the matter up to that stage, Mr Hurst said. 

He pointed out that the Council had felt it was unable to comment on 
the Trust’s application for a B classification for the then C-grade building 
during the three-month delay by the Christchurch High Court in making 
judgment on the Trust and the building retention committee’s application 
for an injunction preventing demolition of the building. 

Eventually, the court found in favour of the Council, and the interim 
injunction which had been placed on the building was lifted. Then, however, 
the building was upgraded to a B classification and the protection notice, 
applied for by the Trust, was approved by Mr Highet. 

Mr Hurst said many county ratepayers wished to see the original plan 
for the building — its demolition to make way for landscaping alongside 
the joint local government centre — adhered to. 


CREDIBILITY 

Cr J. A. Foley said he had been disappointed to see a drop in the Trust’s 
credibility with many people. 

He also asked whether the Trust had properly researched the origins of 
the old building before it moved to have it re-classified and whether the 
Trust was aware that a second architect was employed in 1906 — 28 years 
after the building was erected — and largely altered some parts of the 
building. 

Mr Daniels said the reclassification of the building followed a recent 
survey of buildings in the region by an independent committee and that 
the Trust realised the building had been altered since its erection when 
approving the re-classification. 
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However, he said subsequent alterations to a building did not necessarily 
detract from its historical importance. In some ways such alterations formed 
part of the history of a building, he said. 

Mr Daniels said he believed the old county building was the only original 
1870s-build county building left in New Zealand still with any semblance 
of its original form. As such it was important on both a local and national 
scale. 


THE TIMARU HERLAD 
22 September 1983 
Ratepayers May Have to Fund Work on Building 
Waimate County ratepayers could find themselves paying for work to 
upgrade or preserve the old County Chambers, under the Historic Places 
Act, 1980, once the protection notice over the chamber is served. 
Section 41 of the Act states that where a building subject to a protection 
notice is in need of urgent works in order to be maintained or preserved 
— as in the case with the County Chambers — the Trust may draw the 
matter to the attention of the owner of the building, in the case of the 
chambers (the Waimate County Chambers), outlining the work the Trust 
considers may be necessary and requesting the owner to advise the Trust 
of the steps it proposes to take in the matter. 
Reporting of Historic Places Act brings strong reaction and antagonistic feelings 
towards Historic Places Trust. 


THE TIMARU HERLAD 
26 September 1983 
Waimate Opposition to Funding Repairs 

Waimate County ratepayers have reacted with concern and outrage to 
the possibility of having to fund work to preserve or upgrade the old County 
Chambers. 

Waimate County Council members and candidates have expressed their 
opposition to any ratepayers-funding of the work. 

If the Trust did issue a repair notice on the County Council as the owner 
of the chambers and the Council was billed for the work, county ratepayers 
could be faced with considerable cost. 

The implications of the Act have sparked reaction from most parts of 
the County. 

The Deep Creek Riding member on the County Council, Cr J. A. Foley, 
said ratepayers in his riding had reacted with astonishment and 
disappointment. They were, he said, disappointed the New Zealand Historic 
Places Trust appeared to have ignored the council’s offer of the chambers 
and were astonished that the Trust “continued to use the relevant Act of 
Parliament as an instrument to move itself into a strong position.” 

“People are also amazed at the lack of diplomacy and the clumsy nature 
of the Historic Places Trust’s action in having the Waimate Borough Council, 
which has consistently opposed the retention of the old building, serve the 
protection notice on the county council,” he said. 

Cr Foley said he echoed the ratepayers’ sentiments and added that he 
thought the Trust would lose “substantial credibility with a lot of people” 
over the matter. 
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The Makikihi Riding member, Cr T. H. Hurst said he hoped the Trust 
would absolve the County Council and ratepayers from any financial 
responsibility for work on the old chambers. 

“It would be outrageous if the Trust made a charge on the council for 
the building. I would like to think the Trust would never use this provision 
of the Act,” Cr Hurst said. 

It is one thing the council handing the building over to the Trust, but 
it is another thing altogether if the Trust could charge the County for the 
work done on the building,” he said. 


26 September 1983 
HISTORIC PLACES TRUST’S LETTER TO WAIMATE COUNTY COUNCIL 
No thought that Council funds will be required for upgrading or 
maintenance . 


28 October 1983 
G. L. BERRY’S LETTER TO RETENTION COMMITTEE 

Enclose a copy of form of agreement for transfer of Old County Chambers 
Building from the County to New Zealand Historic Places Trust. We have 
had no response from the County to this agreement. 

This is particularly relevant in view of the report of the September meeting 
of the Waimate County Council that it had withdrawn its offer to transfer 
to the New Zealand Historic Places Trust, when the Trust had had a firm 
proposal before the County for over two months without response so far 
as I am aware. . 


BERRY, ALTY & NEILL 


BARRISTERS & SOLICITORS 


BERRY, ALTY & NEILL 
Barristers & Solicitors 


P.O. Box 10 20 Eden Street, Oamaru 
14th July 1983 


The County Clerk 
Waimate County Council 
Queen Street 

Waimate 


Dear Sir, 
re: Old County Chambers Building 
Please find enclosed form of agreement proposed for transfer to the New Zealand 
Historic Places Trust of the old County Chambers Building. 
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A copy has been sent to the Trust also for its approval and would be pleased if 
you could confirm the acceptability of this agreement to the Council. 

We note that legal description of the land needs to be completed and an appropriate 
plan will need to be annexed to the agreement also to show the manner of subdivision 
proposed. 

The proposal generally follows the terms of transfer set out in the Trust Director’s 
letter to you on 29th June last other than that there is provision for payment at valuation 
for the area of land for transfer. Obviously this will need first to be ascertained by 
survey and reference to the planning requirements the Waimate Borough may lawfully 
require. 

We would be pleased to have your comments, and when approved we will forward 
a form of agreement for completion under seal by the Council. 


Yours faithfully, 
Berry, Alty & Neill. 


AN AGREEMENT made this day of 1983 BETWEEN THE WAIMATE COUNTY 
COUNCIL, a County Council under the Local Government Act, 1974 (hereinafter 
called “the Vendor”) of the one part 

AND THE NEW ZEALAND HISTORIC PLACES TRUST, a Trust incorporated 
under the Historic Places Trust Act, 1980 (hereinafter called “the Purchaser) of the 
other part 

WHEREBY the Vendor agrees to sell and the Purchaser agrees to buy the property 
described in the Schedule hereto at a price to be determined in accordance with Clause 
7 hereof upon the following terms: 

1. THE purchase money when ascertained in accordance with Clause 7 hereof shall 
be payable fourteen days after the notification to the Vendor and the Purchaser by 
the valuers appointed to fix thepurchase price of the amount so fixed. 

2. VACANT possession shall be given and taken immediately upon the completion 
of this Agreement by each the Vendor and the Purchaser. 

3. ALL outgoings (if any) shall be apportioned as at the date hereby fixed for giving 
possession. 

4. ALL unpaid purchase money shall be payable at the offices of the Vendor at 
Waimate or otherwise as the Vendor may request. 

5. ON due payment of the purchase money and interest (if any) the Purchaser shall 
be entitled at its own expense to a transfer of the property sold. 

6. THE Vendor shall subject to the Purchaser obtaining the consent of the company 
or companies concerned hold all existing Policy or Policies of Insurance upon trust 
for the Purchaser but shall be under no obligation to keep up or renew any insurance. 
7. THE purchase price shall be determined by the arbitration valuation of three valuers, 
one to be appointed by each the Vendor and the Purchaser and an Umpire to be 
appointed by the valuers before embarking on their valuation. The valuation will be 
carried out immediately the area of land for transfer with the old County Chambers 
building on the property is accurately ascertained by survey and the nature of the 
estate or interest in the land able to be transferred by the Vendor to the Purchaser 
is settled with the Lands and Survey Department and otherwise to the satisfaction 
of the Purchaser. 

8. THE Purchaser may immediately upon taking possession of the land and the old 
County Chambers building commence restoration work thereon and have free use 
and unrestricted access to the land and building for such purposes. 
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9. THE area of land for transfer to the Purchaser is as shown in the plan attached 

to this Agreement as “annexure A” with such modification or alteration to boundaries 

and frontage as may be necessitated to effect survey and to permit transfer to the 

Purchaser. 

10. THE Vendor will obtain all consents and meet and pay its own costs incidental 

or necessary to effect transfer and to obtain clear title to the satisfaction of the Purchaser 

to permit transfer of the property to the Purchaser free of encumbrance. 

ll. THE Vendor will if requested by the Purchaser 

(a) Increase the area of the land for transfer to the Purchaser from that shown 
on the plan if necessary to facilitate survey and as may be necessitated by 
the requirements of the Waimate Borough District Planning Scheme under 
the Town and County Planning Act, 1977 particularly (but not limited as to) 
for parking access and the like, but subject to such amendment in purchase 
price for the additional land as may be assxessed under Clause 7 hereof to 
take account of the additional land for transfer. 

(b) Assist in seeking and obtaining planning consent to the usage of the old 
County Chambers Building (if such consent be necessary) by community 
groups for educational, social and cultural purposes generally and in 
meeting any conditions of such consent to permit such usage that may 
otherwise require variation of the terms of this Agreement to permit transfer 
not being of a structural or regulatory nature). 

(c) In obtaining inclusion of the building on the property in the Waimate 
Borough Council District Planning Scheme. 

12. THIS agreement is subject to the granting of any planning consents necessary 

to allow the community uses proposed for the property and to facilitate the purchaser’s 

proposed restoration and maintenance of the Old County Chambers Building. 


THE SCHEDULE BEFORE REFERRED TO 


That the Old County Chambers Building, Queen Street, Waimate and its appurtenant 
lands as shown on the plan attached as Schedule “A”. 


IN WITNESS WHEREOF the parties hereto have hereunto set their hands the 
day and year first before written. 


THE COMMON SEAL OF WAIMATE COUNTY COUNCIL was hereunto 
affixed in the presence of: 


THE COMMON SEAL OF THE NEW ZEALAND HISTORIC PLACES 
TRUST was hereunto affixed in the presence of: 


DATED » 1983 


THE WAIMATE COUNTY COUNCIL 
Vendor 


THE NEW ZEALAND HISTORIC PLACES TRUST 
Purchaser 


AGREEMENT FOR SALE 
Berry, Alty & Neill, Solicitors, Oamaru 
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Waimate County Chambers 
Retention Committee 
WAIMATE 
18 November 1983 
The Town Clerk 
Waimate Borough Council 
Queen Street 
WAIMATE 
Dear Sir 
WAIMATE COUNTY CHAMBERS PROTECTION NOTICE 

Our Committee is writing in support of the Protection Notice on the old County 
Council building. 

The Historic Places Trust in conjunction with our committee decided that, 
considering the stated intentions of the Waimate Borough Council and the reluctance 
of the County Council to hand the building to the Trust, the building needed to be 
protected from demolition during the negotiation period. 

The Protection Notice is justified until the building is entrusted to the care of 
a sympathetic organisation. It will then become a community asset and an important 
link with our past. 

Much has been made of the powers given to the Historic Places Trust under the 
Historic Places Act which allows them to require the owners of the building to maintain 
the building, but the Trust has stated that it will not be taking this course of action. 
There is then, no need for concern that ratepayers will have to pay for the building 
against their will. 

We would also request that members of our Committee be able to appear in person 
before the body that hears submissions and objections to put our case. 

Yours faithfully 
Lynda Wallace, Acting Secretary. 


The Timaru Herald 
23 November 1983 
BOROUGH WILL NOT MEET WITH COUNTY 

Mr Owen said he had discussed with the town clerk, Mr P. G. Coulter, 
the wish of the County Council to meet its borough neighbour on the matter 
and felt the Borough Council should not agree to a meeting in view of that 
council’s position of having to act as an impartial body to hear the 
submissions and objections. 

And Mr Owen advised Borough Council members not to discuss the 
matter of the old county building with any member of an interested party 
nor with members of the public as this could jeopardise any finding the 
council made following the hearing. 


The Timaru Herald 
23 November 1983 
NUMBER OF VIEWS IS UNPRECEDENTED 
The number of submissions and objections to the protection notice over 
the old Waimate County Council building is “unprecedented”, according 
to the director of the New Zealand Historic Places Trust, Mr J. R. S. Daniels. 
About 300 submissions and objections to the notice were received by 
the Waimate Borough Council. 
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14 December 1983 
‘NO’ TO MEETING 
Waimate Borough Council will not meet with the Waimate Art Centre 
Planning Committee to discuss matters relating to the old County Chambers. 


Letter to the Editor [fptters «~ Edito 
24 December 1983 => 
‘Resolution in Sight? 

The Mayor and Borough Councillors, in upholding promises for 
innovations and growth, could generously waive the compensation sought 
and support the planning committee in its efforts to provide the Waimate 
community with an arts centre it can be proud of. This would cancel costs 
to all concerned. 

The planning committee will be working under pressure to complete work 
on the old building in two years, so the goodwill of the borough councillors 
could greatly assist us in achieving this goal. 

The county is giving the building free of cost to the Historical Places 
Trust. It would be a commendable action from the county to waive 
compensation, otherwise this will be only an additional cost on restoration 
work by the arts centre planning committee. 


The Waimate Advertiser 
The Local Body Scene (by “Observer”) 

Well Christmas is almost here, and the New Year will soon follow. 

If the local Councils could have a NEW YEAR wish it would surely 
be that the old County Building issue could be finalised. If it wasn’t a serious 
matter we would all be laughing as the 1983 farce bumbles on its merry way. 

The Borough Council says it cannot talk to the Waimate Arts Centre and 
it cannot talk to the County because it (the Borough) is the authority who 
sits as the planning authority. 

What rubbish — how can the Borough be an impartial authority to hear 
objections or submissions? 

The Borough Council is a biased body, it has already motions on its books 
stating that it wants the building demolished and its claim for land 
compensation makes that view quite clear. 

This mad merry-go-round of passing the buck, refusing to talk, deferring 
discussion to the next meeting, is beyond the pale and “Observer” believes 
it is time for reason and commonsense. 

Let the three parties, along with the Historic Places Trust sit round the 
table and talk. Lock the doors and let them out when a sensible solution 
is found. 

The Borough could reduce their compensation figure for the land, say 
to $4,000. The County could impose sensible clauses that ensures that if 
the building is not carried out then the chambers revert to the County and 
are demolished. 

The Arts Centre folk could show concrete evidence of the planned usage. 
Not a garbled version of what might be done, but concrete evidence of 
who actually WILL use the buildings. 

Let’s get the talking over and may the actions begin, or else 1984 will 
be just like 1983 over again. 
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14 December 1983 
WAIMATE BOROUGH COUNCILS LETTER TO RETENTION COMMITTEE 
Received correspondence but is body responsible to hear submissions 
and objections in respect of the Protection Notice . . . it is not possible 
for us to enter into discussions with interested parties . 


9 January 1984 
HISTORIC PLACES TRUST’S LETTER TO WAIMATE COUNTY COUNCIL 
Compensation issues. Suggestion of arbitration on Land Value to solve 
$12,000 Compensation demand. 


12 January 1984 
WAIMATE COUNTY COUNCILS LETTER TO HISTORIC PLACES TRUST 
This Council would be prepared to negotiate with the Borough Council 
on the issue of Compensation if the protection notice is uplifted. If the 
Borough accepts arbitration on the issue we would go along with them. 


17 January 1984 
HISTORIC PLACES TRUST’S LETTER TO WAIMATE COUNTY COUNCIL 
I have written to the Borough Council to ascertain its views on the 
negotiating of the Compensation with your Council if the protection notice 
were uplifted and the question of arbitration. . . 


17 January 1984 
RETENTION COMMITTEE’S LETTER TO WAIMATE BOROUGH COUNCIL 
I cannot see how the Protection Notice excuses you from negotiations 
— nothing to do with compensation for loss of land. The land concerned 
has been gazetted as local government reserve vested in the County Council 
. . . was the County alone to administer the land with maintenance shared 
30%, 70%? 


WAIMATE BOROUGH COUNCIL 
1 February 1984 
Dear Sir/Madam, 


Waimate County Council Protection Notice 

The hearing of submissions and objections in respect of the above Notice will 
take place in the Council Chambers, Local Government Centre, Queen Street, Waimate 
on Saturday 10 March 1984, commencing at 9am. 

To assist Council with the organisation of the hearing it would be appreciated 
if you would advise if it is your intention to be present at the hearing and also if you 
wish to be heard in support of your submission/objection. 

Enclosed for your information are summaries of objections and submissions 
received by the Council. 

Yours faithfully 
P. G. Coulter 
TOWN CLERK. 
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WAIMATE,N.Z. 


WAIMATE COUNTY COUNCIL BUILDING 
PROTECTION NOTICE 
SUMMARY OF OBJECTIONS TO PROTECTION NOTICE 


Contents of objections: 


ke 


oe 


oA 
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That the costs involved are not justified and or the building may become a financial 
burden on the community. 

Other buildings available for proposed uses and or do not wish to see ratepayers 
funds spent on building. 

That available finances would be better used for existing community facilities. 
The new local government centre has been built and the old County Building 
should be demolished. 

That the building is not of Historical significance. 

That the building detracts from the surrounding area and or residents are 
committed financially to other projects and or the building is not original. 
No reasons given. 

The building is not original, detracts from surrounding area, with the Museum 
building Waimate has a building of similar design and residents are financially 
committed to other projects. 

That if the building is able to be maintained then the new building appears to 
have been a waste of ratepayers money. 

That the County Council had told ratepayers that it was not feasible to spend 
money on the building. That there is insufficient support for the building retention. 
That the retention committees estimates to repair the building are not realistic. 
That the continued use of the building after restoration is not assured. 

Why did the Historic Places Trust not grant a subsidy to the county while 
ratepayers were deciding whether to build the new chambers? The county structural 
engineers have said it would be too expensive to repair. An assurance was given 
that the building would be demolished when the new building was occupied. 
Objects to section of the act whereby owners of Historic Places may be liable 
for restoration. How does the Historic Places trust propose to fund the restoration 
and upkeep of the building. 

The building should be demolished because already clubs and organisations are 
experiencing problems maintaining clubrooms. Long term planning should aim 
to have most of the old buildings demolished thereby having a completely new 
main street. Retention of building for use by clubs will set a precedent. Available 
funds should go towards other community facilities. 

The Retention Committee has no legal standing. Original engineers report indicated 
building had reached the end of its useful life. Available funds should be used 
on existing community facilities. There is insufficient local support for its 
retention. The building is not now of its original design. May become a financial 
burden for County and Borough ratepayers. Future use of the building is not 
assured. The building is not of historical value. 
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WAIMATE BOROUGH COUNCILS OBJECTIONS 

The building does not have great historical significance or architectural 
quality. Its preservation would be contrary to the agreed plan for the 
development of the local government centre as between the County and 
Borough Council. The building will be out of character with other buildings 
in this area. The likely level of on-going maintenance would be an 
unreasinable burden on the local community. Community groups who may 
use the building are well served by other facilities. 


WAIMATE COUNTY COUNCIL OBJECTIONS 

The B classification is not warranted, the building is not now the design 
created by Mr Thomas Forrester. Local support of $25,000 is insignificant 
to total cost. Insufficient income to finance upkeep will be generated. No 
proof that structural report by Brickell, Moss and Partners will result in 
the strengthening being acceptable to the Borough Council. Overwhelming 
response from residents of county and borough is that the building should 
be demolished. Ownership of the land and building may fall back as a 
liability on the local community. 
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WAIMATE.N.Z. 


WAIMATE COUNTY COUNCIL BUILDING 
PROTECTION NOTICE 
SUMMARY OF SUBMISSIONS IN SUPPORT OF PROTECTION NOTICE 

1. No reasons given. 

2. Being a person interested in the retention of such buildings, having as they 
do many interesting facets, both architectural and historical and a future 
use within the community. 

3. | New buildings would be more expensive and would have less character. 

4. The building should be preserved by the county council, therefore as county 
has indicated it will not preserve the building, the notice is necessary. 

5. That the building is of historic value and will complement that part of the 
town. 

6. Historic importance and value to arts and crafts groups. 


OF i 
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Letter to the Editor 
The Waimate Advertiser 
17 February 1984 

Re Public Hearing 
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“Sitting in Judgement . . . Is Such a Hearing Legal?” 

The Borough Council have lodged an objection of the Protection Notice 
and are now to have the authority to decide whether their own objection 
is valid or not. 

The following snippet of poetry seems very appropriate: 

Tll be the judge, I'll be the jury; 
Said cunning old Fury 
Tll try the whole case 
and condemn you to Death!’ 
Beth Morete 


NEW ZEALAND HISTORIC PLACES TRUST 
Antrim House, 63 Boulcott Street, Private Bag, Wellington, Ph.724-341 
7 March 1984 
Mr M. Leonard 
Chairman 
Waimate County Chambers Retention Committee 
P.O. Box 13 
Waimate 
Dear Mr Leonard 
Waimate County Chambers Protection Notice 

Further to my telephone conversation, I now attach copies of the notice cancelling 
the protection notice, and the news release issued from this office. 

I would like to assure your Committee that the notice is cancelled only on the 
clear understanding that meaningful discussions will take place between the two local 
authorities on the issue of compensation. Recent discussions with the two local 
authorities, and the Hon. J. Elworthy, MP, have convinced me that it would be preferable 
to follow this course at present rather than to persist with the protection notice hearings. 
I would also assure your Committee that, should negotiations break down, the Trust 
will again approach the Minister of Internal Affairs to re-impose the protection notice. 
I should be grateful, however, if your Committee would not make any statement to 
this effect at present, so that the best possible atmosphere for negotiation can be 
achieved. 

Yours Sincerely 
J. R. S. Daniels 
Director. 


IN THE MATTER of the Historic Places Act 1980, Section 36 (3) 

AND IN THE MATTER of the Waimate County Chambers Protection Notice 

TAKE NOTICE THAT the New Zealand Historic Places Trust hereby cancels 
the Waimate County Chambers Protection Notice on the grounds that it considers 
the said protection notice is no longer necessary. 

Dated at Wellington this 7th day of March 1984. 

SIGNED by the New Zealand Historic Places Trust by the duly authorised agent 
JOHN RICHARD SINCLAIR DANIELS in the presence of: 
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NEWS RELEASE 
Waimate County Council Chambers 

The New Zealand Historic Places Trust has decided to lift the protection notice 
over the Waimate County Council building. 

This is being done on the clear understanding that discussions will take place 
between the Waimate County and Borough Councils on the issue of compensation 
for the land occupied by the building, should it be preserved. 

The Trust considers that the preservation of the building could best be achieved 
by discussion between the local authorities. These discussions could not take place 
while the protection notice is in force. 

The issue of compensation is the major remaining problem in the preservation 
of the building. 

The Trust said that its decision had been made following recent discussions with 
the two local authorities and the Hon. J. Elworthy, MP. 

As a result, the Trust is satisfied that meaningful discussions will take place, and 
is therefore prepared to leave the compensation issue for the local authorities to resolve. 
If this can be done, the Trust is confident that the restoration of the building as a 
valuable community facility can take place. 

New Zealand Historic Places Trust 
Phone 724-341 Wellington 
7 March 1984 


PROTECTION NOTICE LIFTED 
The Waimate Advertiser 
7 March 1984 

The Protection Notice on the Old County Chambers has been lifted. 

Waimate Borough Town Clerk, Mr P. G. Coulter, received a phone call 
to this effect at 10.47am this morning. 

Mr J. R. S. Daniels, Director of the New Zealand Historical Places Trust 
told Mr Coulter “we have decided to uplift the Protection Notice,” and said 
that a formal notice would be sent to Council. 

This has been done on the clear understanding that discussions will take 
place between the Waimate County and Borough Councils on the issue of 
compensation for the land occupied by the building should it be preserved. 

“The Trust considers that the preservation of the building could be best 
achieved by discussions between the local authorities. These discussions 
could not take place while the protection notice was in force. 

“The issue of compensation is the major remaining problem in the 
preservation of the building,’ Mr Daniels said. 

The Trust said that its decision has been made following recent discussions 
with the two local authorities and the Member of Parliament Mr J. H. 
Elworthy. 

Mr Daniels said that as a result the Trust was satisfied that meaningful 
discussions will take place and is therefore prepared to leave the 
compensation issue to the local authorities to resolve. 

Three hundred and fifty-one people took the opportunity to make 
submissions and objections to the Protection Notice when the opportunity 
arose last year. Objectors against retaining the building was 215 and those 
advocating retention 134. 
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The Mayor, Mr R. D. M. Owen, when he received the news of the lifting 
of the Protection Notice was decidedly angry. 

“At this stage with the hearing only three days away to take the Protection 
Notice off is most discourteous,” he said. 

Mr Owen said that with the lifting of the Protection Notice meant that 
the hearing scheduled for 9am on Saturday morning would not now be 
necessary. 

“This Borough Council and the ratepayers of Waimate have been put to 
considerable trouble and expense in arranging the hearing,” he said. “I feel 
it is right and proper that the coffers of the Borough should be re-imbursed 
by the Historic Places Trust for revenue expended on this now needless 
exercise,” he said. 

“People who both supported retention and objected to the Protection 
Notice will also be upset at the late hour the notice has been withdrawn,” 
he said. 

“It appears that we are right back to square one and nearly two years 
of time, effort wasted.” 


THE TIMARU HERALD 
21 March 1984 
County Council to consider compensation talks date 

The borough's request of $12,000 was ‘ridiculous’, the retention committee’s 
chairman, Mr Martin Leonard, said last week. 

“This figure is the market value of the crown land which cannot be sold,” 
he said. As crown land, it has a much lower value and our independent 
valuer puts the price at about $6,000. 

“The land has been vested by the crown for the Waimate County Council’s 
use and when that use ends the land becomes crown responsibility again. 
We have suggested that the borough’s valuer and our independent valuer 
meet with an arbitrator to fix the value for both parties to agree to. 

So far this idea had not been accepted by either councils, Mr Leonard said. 

However, the county council has said that they will agree to it if the 
Borough Council does. It will be ridiculous for this retention committee 
to have co collect $12,000 from the public to pay the Borough Council who 
will use it in the public interest anyway. 
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PLASTER FALLS... 


Fallen plaster, 4th April 1984. Courtesy Waimate Advertiser. 
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THE TIMARU HERALD 
27 March 1984 
Waimate Council Asks Trust to Survey Chambers 

The Waimate County Council has asked the New Zealand Historic Places 
Trust to carry out a survey of the old county chambers building. 

Talks with the Borough Council about the matter of compensation could 
be arranged once the survey was completed, the chairman, Mr T. H. Hurst 
said at yesterday’s council meeting. 

This request was agreed to by the Trust in order to see if its proposal 
for the building was still feasible, the County Clerk, Mr Johnson said. 


THE TIMARU HERALD 
5 April 1984 
Falling Plaster Leads to Urgent Meeting 

Plaster chunks weighing up to four kilograms have fallen off the old 
Waimate County Chambers building and prompted an emergency meeting 
of the Borough Council yesterday. 

The Council is to write to the County Council to request the removal 
or securing of the plaster on the building within 14 days. Falling plaster 
from the building was a danger to pedestrians, the Borough Clerk, Mr Peter 
Coulter said. 


THE WAIMATE ADVERTISER 
18 April 1984 
County Chambers Being Made Safe 

“Activity around the old County Chambers is not demolition or restoration 
of the building, it is in response to the requisition placed on it two weeks 
ago by the Waimate Borough Council. 

Following a section of masonry falling from the building the Waimate 
Borough Council notified the County Council that the condition of the old 
building constituted a danger to passers by. They thus served notice on 
the County to eliminate the danger by 18 April (today). 

The New Zealand Historical Places Trust had allocated $1500 to have 
the work done, Mr Johnson said. 

At a recent meeting of the Historical Places Trust it was agreed that the 
payment of the $1500 to make the building safe was not committing the 
Trust to the project of restoring the building for use as an arts centre. 


THE TIMARU HERALD 
23 May 1984 
Historic Places Trust 
Waimate Council Objects to Director’s Remarks 
The Waimate Borough Council has taken issue with published comments 
by the New Zealand Historic Places Trust director, Mr John Daniels. 
These comments were “erroneous and upsetting” to the Borough Council, 
the Mayor, Mr R. D. M. Owen said at last night’s council meeting. 
“This article makes the Borouch Council look bad by applying a stringent 
code on one building only,” he said. 
To restore or up-grade the building it was necessary for the Trust to apply 
for a building permit to carry out the work, the Town Clerk, Mr Peter 
Coulter said. 
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“This permit can only be issued in terms of a building code and the same criteria 
would apply to someone with a retail business. Whatever the building’s age the normal 
building code applies.” 

“Waimate’s Borough Councillors have adopted extremely tough safety standards over 
retention of Waimate historic county building, Historic Places Trust Director, Mr John 
Daniels said from Wellington this week. 

The standards insisted on by the borough are not required in any but the most strictly 
governed public buildings, such as schools, hospitals, and other places of public 
assembly. 

“The Borough has the option of whether or not to impose those building codes and 
they have extremely tough requirements on us,’ Mr Daniels said. 

Mr Daniels said he did not argue with the need to have some safety standards imposed 
on a building even on a 107 year old structure. 

“But it is not common that the highest standard of building code is imposed on 
a building of this type,’ he said. 


THE TIMARU HERALD 
6 June 1984 
Borough to Serve Notice of Chambers Demolition 

The Waimate Borough Council is to serve on the County Council a 
demolition notice of 14 days on the old County Chambers. 

Cr J. R. Hutt’s motion to take this action at a special council meeting 
last night was seconded by Cr P. J. Collins. It was supported by all but 
two councillors, Crs P. M. Hunt, and A. C. Dobbie. 

Once the notice is served the County Council would have 14 days to begin 
demolition of the building, the Town Clerk, Mr Peter Coulter said. 

“If demolition is not carried out the Borough Council can take the matter 
to the district court,’ he said. “This notice is one action the Council can 
now take now that the County Council has not strengthened the building’s 
front.” 

“We have known from the first engineer’s report that the building was 
not safe,” he said. “I feel we have bent over backwards to be fair and allow 
all parties to have their say. 

“The thing that sticks in my throat is Mr Daniel’s comment that the barrier 
around the chambers would be adequate for the safety of pedestrians in 
the meantime. We are in the ridiculous situation of extending the barrier 
twice with the Trust saying it is quite alright to leave it there. It is a stalling 
tactic,’ said Cr Spittal. 

The Trust was “simply mucking around” with this matter, Cr J. R. Hutt 
said. 

“I feel it has had tons of time to do something and I will move that we 
serve a demolition notice,” he said. 


IN ANSWER TO THIS LETTER 
The Borough is the one that is stalling by refusing to have discussions 
with the County on compensation. 
The Trust took its protection notice off the building on that basis,” Mr 
Daniels said. 
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He said the Borough should “get cracking” and hold the talks and if this issue was 
resolved work on the building could begin straight away. 
“However, the Borough is not willing to discuss it.” 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR 
24 April 1984 
Letter to the Editor 
Sir, — OLD CHAMBERS DEFACED 
“The removing of the plaster has begun . . . The building is completely 
defaced, all because a small piece of plaster fell on the footpath . . . Mr 
George Dash, a late mayor, called Waimate, “the best little town I know”. 
He even wrote poetry about it. Can you imagine that happening now? 
C. Hennessey 


24 April 1984 
Sir, — What a lucky coincidence for the Waimate Borough Council that 
a piece of masonary fell from the County Chambers. . . 
N. Studholme 


9 June 1984 

Sir — The Waimate Borough Councillors should come clean — what 
is their reason for plotting the demise of the old chambers? It is not expense 
— they have nothing to gain and everything to lose. It is not public safety 
— that is an absurdly exagerated excuse to achieve their end. 

It is because they simply cannot see anything in terms of historical value 
but only in money terms — a true form of poverty? 

Is it simply their pride? 
Waimate Admirer 


THE WAIMATE ADVERTISER 
15 June 1984 
Borough to attend Chambers Meeting but reaffirms stated stance 
Telephone conversations between the Mayor Mr R. D. M. Owen and 
the Member of Parliament for Waitaki, Hon. J. H. Elworthy have led to 
the Waimate Borough Council agreeing to attend a meeting proposed by 
Mr Elworthy to discuss the old County Chambers. 
Last evening Borough Councillors met as a special meeting to discuss 
Mr Elworthy’s suggestion. 
Mr Elworthy was very concerned that the timing of the demolition notice 
did not allow for any further negotiation by the New Zealand Historic Places 
Trust. 
The County Council would have to start demolishing the building by next 
Thursday to meet this council’s requirements. 
Mr Elworthy expressed concern that the two councils had not met to 
discuss the matter of compensation, Mr Owen said. 
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At our last special meeting held to discuss the notice on the county to 
secure the building’s front we did state that we had received a letter from 
the county on 20 May requesting a joint meeting with a sub-committee. 
This joint meeting was to discuss three points: 

1. The owner occupier flats; 
2. Compensation, County Chambers, and 
3. The Centennial publication. 

Somewhat reluctantly (quote P. F. Bailey “as a matter of courtesy”) the 
| Borough was persuaded to attend a meeting chaired by Mr Elworthy, to 
| discuss the matter of compensation. This took place Sunday 17 May. This 
meeting although amicable, achieved nothing as each party stuck to its stated 
stance. 

THE MATTER OF COMPENSATION WAS NOT DISCUSSED. 

Mr Elworthy’s terms of reference seemed different from what the Historic 
Places Trust had asked for. 

“As these three matters related to two Borough committees they were 
to be considered at next Tuesday’s meetings of these committees” Mr Owen 
said. 

“I told Mr Elworthy that I would certainly not give him an undertaking 
that another councillor and I would meet with him without the permission 
of the Borough Council,’ Mr Owen said. 

Cr R. Laplanche asked: “What could we possibly discuss that has not 
been said three or four times.” 

The only two concerns of the Borough Council with regard to the building 
were compensation for the land and public safety, Cr W. J. Stevens said. 

“I have no objections with the Trust, but it has to be made quite plain 
that at the talks the two points I mentioned are what we are only concerned 
about. The County Council has not objected or stated at any time that they 
oppose the figure of compensation. They haven’t made any effort to discuss 
the matter of compensation with us. 

Cr D. F. Bailey moved that as a matter of courtesy the Mayor and one 
other councillor attend the proposed meeting. This was seconded by Cr 
Collins and opposed by Crs Spittal, Hutt and Laplanche. 


2 May 1984 
WAIMATE BOROUGH COUNCILS LETTER TO WAIMATE COUNTY COUNCIL 
It was reported to Council that the removal of this plaster has shown that 
the front of the building is in such a condition as to be dangerous to passers- 
by. Pursuant to Section 623 (1) (b) . . . securing the front of the building 
within a period of thirty days. 


3 May 1984 

| R. E. LITTLER’S (REGISTERED ENGINEER) LETTER TO HISTORIC PLACES | 

| TRUST 

| Building Contractor has removed all loose plaster. After the removal, 
cracks were discovered in the brick walls with severe cracks from the top 

| of the windows . . . In my opinion, the wall at the street frontage requires 

| urgent strengthening and replastering to protect the bricks and mortar. 


| B 


4 May 1984 
WAIMATE COUNTY COUNCILS LETTER TO HISTORIC PLACES TRUST 
Attached is a copy of a letter received from the Borough Council, would 
you please advise what action you anticipate taking in relation to this notice. 
16 May 1984 next Waimate County Council Meeting. 


8 May 1984 
HISTORIC PLACES TRUST’S LETTER TO BRICKELL MOSS AND PARTNERS 
I should be grateful if you could report as soon as possible on the 
following: 
1. Work required to bring the building up to the standard required by the 
Waimate Borough Council. 
2. Work required to comply with the notice served on the County Council 
enclosed with this letter . . . receive your report as soon as possible 
in view of the urgency created by the Borough Council’s notice. 


4 June 1984 
WAIMATE COUNTY COUNCILS LETTER TO HISTORIC PLACES TRUST 
If positive action is not taken by the Historic Places Trust in the meantime, 
a special meeting will be held on Wednesday 20 June 1984 at 2pm to consider 
the attached Notice of Motion (to rescind the offer to the Historic Places 
Trust). 


ll June 1984 
HISTORIC PLACES TRUST’S LETTER TO THE TOWN CLERK, BOROUGH 
COUNCIL 
Section 623 of the Local Government Act give the Local Authority the 
right to require either repair or demolition of the building. We believe 
strongly that your Council should have given the County Council as owner 
the right to carry out repairs as an alternative to demolition. 
The Trust does not accept that the building is in such a state as to require 
demolition, and it will accordingly contest the Borough Council order. 
I would request that the Council either remove the notice served on the 
County Council or amend it to allow repair of the building and also extend 
the fourteen day limit time. 


11 June 1984 
HISTORIC PLACES TRUST’S LETTER TO THE COUNTY CLERK, WAIMATE 
COUNTY COUNCIL 
The Trust’s consultants have reassessed the previous costings in the light 

of the Borough Councils strengthening requirements, and subsequent cost 

inflation. The direct cash costs have increased from $60,000 to $80,000. 

This figure is based on PEP and voluntary labour being also available on 

the same basis as the original estimates. 


ll June 1984 
HISTORIC PLACES TRUST’S LETTER TO HON. J. ELWORTHY 
My understanding of the discussions we had in March was that, following 
removal of the protection notice, discussions would take place between the 
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local authorities on the then outstanding issue of compensation for the value 
of the land involved if the building preserved. To my knowledge no 
discussions have taken place. 


| poem 


b= § 
Fare TArne. 


The Waimate Advertiser 15 June 1984 


THE OTAGO DAILY TIMES 
18 June 1984 
Chambers Dispute Still Unresolved 

Attempts to resolve the differences between the Waimate Borough and 
County Councils over the old Waimate County Chambers at the weekend 
were unsuccessful. 

The parties came together at the instigation of the member of Parliament 
for Waitaki, the Hon. J. H. Elworthy, who was in the chair. 

Mr Elworthy said yesterday that the New Zealand Historic Places Trust 
had presented no new information to the councillors. 

The meeting was to consider whether the deferral of a demolition order 
on the building was justified, in order to allow the trust and retention 
committee to give further consideration for finance, and obtain planning 
consents, to strengthen it. 

Mr Elworthy said the meeting achieved no more than to allow amicable 
discussions, and it was now up to the councils to take action as they found it. 

The Historic Places Trust will meet today to consider the outcome of 
the meeting and the Waimate County will meet tomorrow. 

Mr Elworthy said the Trust could now appeal to the Minister of Internal 
Affairs, the Hon. D. A. Highet, for another protection notice on the building, 
but he questioned if this would prevail over the council’s decisions. 

It could also seek a Court Injunction against the demolition of the building, 
but whatever happened is dependent upon negotiations between the three 
parties. 
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THE TIMARU HERALD 
19 June 1984 
Trust Meets Today on Chambers’ Fate 

The New Zealand Historic Places Trust is to meet today to discuss the 
fate of the old Waimate County Chambers, the MP for Waitaki, Mr J. H. 
Elworthy said. 

“The Trust would require planning consensus in order to gain a building 
permit from the Waimate Borough Council,” Mr Elworthy said yesterday. 

“The whole process of restoration of the building could take up to two 
more years.” 

“Firstly the Borough Council would have to have a public hearing on 
the matter over the change of use for the building. People could appeal 
against the council’s decision to the planning tribunal which takes quite 
a while.” 

Further appeals were possible to the High Court, Mr Elworthy said. 

Judging by the strong feelings on the both sides of the matter these appeals 
could be lodged whatever decision is made. The Government has similar 
difficulties in getting consensus for major projects because these avenues 
of appeal are used by opposing parties and the same thing could happen 
in Waimate. 

“I am doubtful that the Trust would be able to gain the Labour Depart- 
ment’s permission to use PEP workers for the restoration. This permission 
would be particularly difficult to gain if it is opposed by the local tradesmen.” 

Other difficulties the Trust and County Chambers Retention Committee 
would confront were the collection of finance, securing the safety of the 
building in the interim, along with the length of time to gain planning 
consensus, Mr Elworthy said. 

If the Trust wants to reimpose the protection notice on the building it 
would have to seek and obtain this from the Minister of Internal Affairs, 
Mr Highet. However, there is a question of whether the protection notice 
prevails over the demolition order. 

“In seeking a protection notice the Trust would have to make available 
to Mr Highet information on the difficulties it confronts in trying to restore 
the building. I would also have to ensure that Mr Highet is aware of these 
difficulties.” 

The Trust might choose to seek a court injunction against the demolition 
order for which the date expires on Thursday instead of a protection notice, 
Mr Elworthy said. 

“However, I know that on a former occasion when Justice Cook granted 
an injunction in the High Court he stated that he would not grant any more.” 


VIEWPOINT €&} 


VIEWPOINT 

The Timaru Herald 

20 June 1984 

Waimate Chambers Issue 

Jekyll and Hyde Role Played by Council 
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The Waimate Borough Council is playing a Doctor Jeckyll and Mr Hyde 
role in the matter of the demolition order on the old County Council building 
that would hit the headlines in any believe-it-or-not series. 

The Council has issued orders (a) for immediate repairs to make the 
chamber’s front safe, and (b) a demolition order on the Waimate County 
Council. 

However, through the council’s attitude and actions over its claim for 
compensation, it will not allow anyone an opportunity to do the work it 
demands. 

The County Council and Retention Committee have agreed in principle 
that some compensation may be in order the latter feels $12,000 is excessive 
on top of what is required for restoration. The up-to-date figure produced 
by the consulting engineers is $30,000 of which the Trust has offered to 
contribute $30,000. 

The Borough Council has steadfastly refused to discuss the matter with 
anyone except among its members. 

The Council’s only consistency lies in blaming everyone but itself for 
the impasse. 

Prior to the date set down for the hearing of submissions for and against 
the protection order placed on the B-grade building by the Minister on the 
recommendation of the Trust, I was rung by Mr T. Hurst, Chairman of 
the County Council. He appealed to me to support the lifting of the other. 

This was because the Borough Council had steadfastly refused to enter 
into any discussions until the order was removed. He gave me his assurance 
that he personally would see to it that such a meeting would be held as 
soon as possible after the protection order was lifted. 

In the same conversation he referred to me to the County’s undertaking 
in its offer to the Trust that nothing would be done to the building until 
an opportunity was given for discussions between all the parties concerned. 

I accepted his explanation as chairman, and after discussions with my 
committee, but with some misgivings, agreed to recommend to the Trust 
that the protection order be removed to allow these discussions to proceed 
in what I felt would be an atmosphere more prone to provide fruitful 
discussion. 

No result has been achieved and no discussion has, to my knowledge, 
taken place even between the county and borough, let alone the other parties 
interested. 

Mr Hurst, on whose assurances I acted in good faith, is overseas, and 
is not due back before the county meeting scheduled for today. This is when 
his deputy, without any regard to assurances given, or to the future value 
of verbal or written undertakings by the County, proposes to scrap the 
assurances and move for demolition of the building. 

I am assured the result of this meeting is a foregone conclusion. I can only 
wonder what Mr Hurst’s thoughts and reactions can or will be on his return. 


BUILDING CODE 


It may be of interest to the general public that a good deal of the extra 
costs we have to face is because of the stringent requirements of the borough 
in regards to the building code. It has never adopted this code. 
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This is possibly because of the state of other buildings in Queen Street. 

Other local bodies view historic buildings, and buildings used to a lesser 
degree than shops and offices, in a different light and are able by law to 
apply a less stringent code. 

Our engineers have assured us that suggested plans for this work, which 
would have been readily acceptable in Wellington city, have already been 
turned down by the Waimate Borough Council. 

It is demanding we meet a 100 percent compliance with the code. This 
is a code with which about 90 percent of the buildings in Queen Street 
would find difficulty in meeting. 


“This was the main shopping area until they enforced the Building Code!” 
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The Waimate Advertiser, 15 Tene 1984 . 
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NEW ZEALAND HISTORIC PLACES TRUST 
27 June 1984 

Following a Board Meeting, 19 June 1984 of the Historic Places Trust, the 
Committee received the following letter containing three points why a Protection Notice 
would not be sought again — 

In view of Mr Elworthy’s recent statements, the prospect of the Minister of Internal 
Affairs agreeing could not be good. 

The project would unlikely in the long term succeed without some good will and 
co-operation from local authorities. This affects matters such as building permits, 
planning permission, etc. 

There was no way in which the Trust could have forced the Waimate County 
Council to transfer the building without its agreement. The situation could well have 
been stalemated and the building could simply have been left to deteriorate indefinitely. 
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PRESS STATEMENT FROM THE NEW ZEALAND HISTORIC PLACES TRUST 
Waimate County Chambers 
The New Zealand Historic Places Trust said today that it had found it 

impossible to preserve the historic Waimate County Chambers because of 
the negative and obstructive attitudes of the two local authorities involved 
— the Waimate County Council and the Waimate Borough Council. For 
reasons which are still not clear, both local authorities were obviously 
determined to see the building demolished. In the case of the County 
Council, it had gone back on previous undertakings to the Trust that no 
action would be taken regarding the building, until negotiations had been 
concluded to the satisfaction of all parties involved, including the Trust. 
As a result Waimate had lost an important historic building, and the chance 
of gaining a valuable community asset in the form of an Arts Centre. 
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8. THE STRUGGLE IS OVER 


The Timaru Herald 

20 June 1984 
EDITORIAL 
Demolition an Outrage 

Any precipitate action to bulldoze the old Waimate County Chambers 
would be an outrage when the community is so divided on the issue. The 
Councy Council meets today, and if it agrees to the borough’s demolition 
order it is feasible that the building will be but a pile of rubble by the end 
of the day. 

Although the debate over the future of the building has waged for months, 
it is little closer to settlement than it was when the issue first arose. To 
rush through a demolition order in the circumstances, and when the building 
has been recognised by the Historic Places Trust for its architectural- 
historical value, would be grossly wrong. 

The chairman of the county, Mr Hurst, gave an undertaking that there 
would be no demolition until the matter was talked through with the 
interested parties. That is how the matter should be resolved now, no matter 
how complicated. It would be regrettable were a decision made contrary 
to Mr Hurst’s correct approach while he is away overseas. 


Building exterior 1984. Courtesy Historic Places Trust. 
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WAIMATE COUNTY COUNCIL 
Waimate, N.Z. 
21 June, 1984. 
The Chairman, 
Waimate County Chambers Retention Committee, 
PO. Box 144, 
Waimate. 
Dear Sir, 
Waimate County Chambers 

Thank you for tendering a cheque for $12,000 to meet the compensation claim 
by the Waimate Borough Council. 

This cheque, together with your covering letter, was tabled at a Special Meeting 
of the Council held on 20 June, 1984, which was called to consider the demolition 
notice placed on the building by the Waimate Borough Council. 

The Council felt that they were not in a position to defend the demolition notice, 
and therefore, resolved to comply with the notice. 

Your cheque is, therefore, returned herewith. 

Yours faithfully, 
M. A. Johnson 
County Clerk. 
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THE DAY OF DESTRUCTION — 20 June 1984 


When members of the Retention Committee arrived at the local Government 
Centre for the special County Meeting that had been called, hammering could 
be heard coming from the inside of the old County Chambers. Workmen were 
already taking out fittings behind locked doors. 


Our lawyer was rung for advice but there was nothing we could do. 


With Mr J. Gibson in the chair, the meeting proceded with the public gallery 
full of supporters, most looking apprehensive and shocked that the demolition 
had started already. 


A cheque for $12,000 was acknowledged and tabled (later returned). 
Historic Places Trust were also meeting in Wellington and sent the following 
telegram: 


TELEGRAPH MESSAGE 
T423 130/128 WN 3.55 
County Clerk 

Waimate County Council 
Phone 8079 Waimate 
Rec'd by 4.30 


Trust Board met today and passed the following resolution. Re Waimate 
County Chambers. 


1. That the Waimate County Council be advised that the Historic Places 
Trust is prepared to accept the Waimate County Chambers on the terms 
set out in the Councils letter of 22 December 1983. 

2. That in view of the undertakings previously given by the Waimate 
County Council to take no action until negotiations were completed, 
the Trust urges the Council to contest the demolition order served by 
the Waimate Borough Council in term of Section 623 of the local 
Government Act. 

3. That the Trust agrees to indemnify the Waimate County Council against 
the reasonable costs in contesting the demolition notices. 

Daniels 

Director 

Historic Places Trust 


All in vain . 


Quote: “The Council were not in a position to defend the demolition 
notice.” The building was demolished. 
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Retention Committee Member: 


I sat on a Seat in the public gallery the motion for demolition was passed 
unopposed — I wanted to shout ‘Stop! Do you not realise what you are doing? 
Have we not spent years trying to put our case to you; going to Court; spending 
hundreds of dollars in costs — printing articles — ringing councilors — 
informing the public, and you dismiss all our efforts without in-depth discussion 
and intelligent understanding of what we were trying to achieve!’ 


This event remains imprinted on my mind like a scene from the Mad Hatters 
Tea Party in Alice in Wonderland? I felt shattered. 
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The final moments. Courtesy Waimate Advertiser. 


A cry of ‘shame’ was heard from the Public Gallery. 

County staff rushed over to the old County Chambers; workmen clambered onto 
the roof and iron was hastily removed. Bulldozers were waiting in the wings. . . 

The frontage that was of such concern, hung on grimly and took a lot more effort 
to remove than all imagined... . 

One day later there was only rubble... 
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The Waimate Advertiser 

20 June 1984 

STOP PRESS 

COUNTY BUILDING TO COME DOWN 
The old Waimate County Chambers are to be demolished. 
County Clerk, Mr M. A. Johnson said that a special meeting of the 

County had this afternoon decided on this course of action. 

Demolition of the building would commence immediately. 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR 
The Waimate Advertiser 
22 June 1984 
Who is Boss? 
Sir, — Who holds the reins in the Waimate County Council? 
On Wednesday a meeting was held at 2pm to decide the future of a B 
Class historic building. The County Clerk, Mr M. Johnson freely admits 
he gave orders for demolition to start behind locked doors at 10am. 
Councillors Gibson, Bowie, Mehrtens, Coll, McCaw, Bell, who make 


the decisions — you as elected members of our ratepayers or your employees? 
D. P. Butler 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR 


Lack of Knowledge Inexcusable 

Sir, — The Historic Places Trust, with headquarters in Wellington, was, 
by an Act of Parliament in 1980, made responsible for retaining historic 
buildings throughout New Zealand. 

Councillors’ lack of knowledge of the Trust’s importance in the decision 
over the chambers future is inexcusable. The Historic Places Trust has met 
its responsibilities in stressing the historical importance of the chambers 
and its willingness to take the building over. . . 

Councillors of both the borough and county should be knowledgeable 
about the workings of, and their responsibilities towards adhoc bodies. My 
advice is that they do so before Waimate further self-destructs. 

Betty Cochrane 
Waimate 


Sir, — . . . We believed in what we were doing, and had high expectations 
of our cultural centre. 
Margaret Fryer 
Waimate 
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25 June 1984 
Democracy died a little 

Sir, — It is all over, and part of Waimate’s earliest history lies in a pile 
of rubble. The nation’s children and their children’s children will never see 
the old county building and they will be the poorer for it. 

We feel we have fought a good fight, but never been given a fair hearing. 
Maybe all the bricks and concrete were not all in the building, but were 
indeed between some ears. 

Democracy is all about minorities and their struggles for what they believe 
in. Democracy died a little today. 

The shortest day in 1984 will always be remembered as the short-sightedest 
day when the majority believed that, because of that (their short-sightedness) 
they must be right. 

We will never know, because we were never given a chance to prove 
otherwise. 

M. Berryman 
Waimate 


The Christchurch Press 
5 July 1984 
Waimate Council Demolition 
Sir, — . . . The Council may justify its action as necessary for the 
protection of public safety. Future generations will see it as an act of cultural 
vandalism. 
Ian J. Lochhead 
Lecturer in Art History, University of Canterbury 


The Otago Daily Times 
7 July 1984 
Sir, — . . . No regrets were expressed by the Mayor of Waimate or 
Borough or County Councils, but a large number of Waimate residents 
and people all over New Zealand are appalled. 
... A “B’ classification of the Waimate County Chambers was completely 
disregarded. 
Shocked New Zealander 


ONLY TWO LETTERS OF SUPPORT FOR DEMOLITION 
Letters to the Editor 
29 June 1984 
One gentleman said it this way 
Sir, — If culture means thinking more of some old building over caring 
for people’s feelings [ll stick to rugby, racing and beer. 


One lady saw it like this — 
Sir, — Thank Goodness Chambers Bulldozed 
Sir, has the frustrated, almost hysterical weeping and wailing over the 
Waimate County Chambers finished? 
I personally hope so; there has been an abundance of it. . . 
Well, all the anti-retention Waimate people including myself, can now 
go on our uncultured, shortsighted, ignorant way — the building is down. 
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EXCERPTS FROM OAMARU MAIL 


21 June 1984 
Chairman of Retention Committee ‘Not Democratic’ 


The demolition of the County Chambers was not democratic, according 
to the chairman of the retention committee, Mr Martin Leonard. 

Mr Leonard said he was “disgusted” with the county’s decision. 

“It was very poor of the County Council to go back on its word to the 
Trust. 

“T also think it is poor that the County Council apparently began parts 
of the demolition yesterday morning which made the meeting null and void,” 
Mr Leonard said. 


“That is not democracy — but there doesn’t seem to be much of that in 
Waimate at the moment. 


Mr G. Berry, Solicitor for Retention Committee 
Tragic 
The fact that the New Zealand Historic Places Trust was persuaded to 
remove the protection notice placed on the building is tragic, according 
to retention committee solicitor and convenor of the North Otago Historic 
Places Trust, Mr George Berry. 


He said the trust was trying to help the local bodies resolve problems 
about the building’s retention. 


“Things should have been able to be worked out,” Mr Berry said. 

“The building could have been repaired and restored whatever the local 
bodies may say..” 

“Instead the Waimate Borough Council has now used the legal powers 
available to it in a totally negative way to destroy an historic building,” Mr 
Berry said in a statement released today. 

“Unfortunately old buildings tend to be run down and altered from their 
original character, and it is hard for people to see their potential for 
restoration.” 

“The County Chambers building could have been restored to the handsome 
and imposing building it once was,” Mr Berry said. 

He said the main problem was to get people to see the building’s 
possibilities, which the Waimate local bodies could not. 

Mr Berry said the restored building was planned for a community arts 
centre, similar to the Forrester Gallery in Oamaru. 

“I feel very sorry for the people who have worked hard for its retention 
and return to community use. The opportunity has been lost which is a 
great pity for the Waimate district.” 

Mr Berry said he believed many people would be “very angry” that their 
local bodies did not take a more positive attitude to the retention of the 
building and its possibilities for community use. 
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Angry Reaction to Demolition of Waimate Building 


Waitaki Member of Parliament, Mr Elworthy, is sympathetic to the 
members of the Waimate County Chambers Retention Committee who are 
very upset about the demolition today of the 107-year-old building. 

“I suggested to both the County and Borough Councils on Sunday that 
they give the committee a chance to raise the money to pay the borough 
compensation for the land under the building,” he said today. 

“But the councils were firm in their stance and there was no stopping 
them,” he said. 

He received angry telephone calls last night pleading for him to ring the 
Governor General’s office about the situation. 

He added that the councils had been elected by the majority and their 
actions represented the wishes of the majority. 
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9. IN RETROSPECT 


30 July 1984 
Waimate 
Town Clerk 
P.O. Box 53 
Waimate 


Dear Sir, 


. .. Lasked why the Council had been so determined to have the County 
Chambers demolished . . . 


We feel that there must have been some logical reason, even though none 
has ever been given and such a statement could have eased the tension roused 
in the district. 


Yours faithfully 
L. D. Kenyon 


BOROUGH OF WAIMATE 


Mr L. D. Kenyon 
Waimate 


Dear Sir, 


I refer to your letter of 30 July 1984. the old County Council Chambers 
was demolished for reasons of public safety. 


Yours faithfully 
P. S. Coulter 
Town Clerk 
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NEW ZEALAND HISTORIC PLACES TRUST 
Antrim House, 63 Boulcort Street, Ph.724-341 
Private Bag, Wellington | 


2 July 1984 
HISTORIC PLACES TRUST SAY 
Local Govt History Destroyed 


The Waimate County Council Chambers, the oldest local Government 
building in New Zealand, has been reduced to a pile of rubble. 

I am dismayed that such negative attitudes to our heritage of older 
buildings still exists in local Government. 

Mr Daniels said, “The County Council also went back on previous 
undertakings to the Trust that no action would be taken until negotiations 
had been completed to the satisfaction of all parties. 

Discussion was to take place on compensation for the value of the land 
and this was said to be the only remaining obstacle to a settlement,” said 
Mr Daniels. 

“Yet the Arts Centre Committee recently offered to pay that compensation 
to the County Council.” 

Mr Elworthy was reported as saying last week that the Borough Council 
should have retracted its demolition decision and given the Arts Centre 
Committee the chance to raise the necessary funds. 

“If they could have raised the money the County Council would have 
handed it over with no furthe responsibilities,” he is reported as saying. 

“In fact the committee had already raised $28,000 in cash and pledges,” 
said Mr Daniels, “which is a great effort considering the obstructive attitude 
of the local authorities.” 

The Trust had established with the Borough Council the standard of 
strengthening needed for the building, and had passed these estimates on 
to the Arts Centre Committee. The Committee had accepted these costs 
and felt it could still go on with the project. 

“The two councils will have to take responsibility for the destruction of 
this valuable and irreplaceable building, and for the loss of a potentially 
exciting arts centre,’ Mr Daniels said. 

“It was one of the finest nineteenth century public buildings in the country, 
and would have been of interest to New Zealanders outside Waimate and 
to tourists, as well as an asset to the local community. Had there been 
goodwill and a constructive attitude the County Chambers would still be 
there,” Mr Daniels said. 


Abbreviated comments from some of the Retention Committee members . . . 


Looking back on the unsuccessful campaign to save the historic County 
Council Chambers I have tried to think of the errors of ommission and 
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commission in our tactics. I feel that these should be recorded — not as 
a catalogue of our mistakes, but as a record for the guidance of other groups 
carrying out similar campaigns. 

I think that we were probably too complacent and sure of our ultimate 
success. This assumption might have been correct if it were not for the 
biggest and most obvious mistake — the lifting of the Protection Order, 
but it also resulted in the cancellation of the Public Hearing which would 
have given us an invaluable opportunity to state our case publicly. 


Waimate’s most maligned building 

Why demolition? But it was rubbished up and down the streets in all 
the bars and clubs and social happenings every day and every night for 
months and months. It was falsely claimed, not worth doing; rates will 
rise; arts and groups can use anywhere; don’t like the old building; don’t 
need it, we have the new one and everyone has all the buildings they need. 
No way is that building to be restored and used. Why demolition? Why 
the rush? Why the hurry? The building could have been restored to former 
glory. Such elegant pillars, beauty of craftmanship, such tranquility and 
peace in wonderful proportions of beauty and grace. 

Lost forever, stupid people. 

P. L. 

Why did the local authorities make light of the architectural significance 
— yet Forrester was recognised as one of the foremost designers of his 
day. They were built in Classical style, which by its very derivation means, 
of first class. The vast majority of the worlds most famous buildings are 
built in just such a style from the Acropolis in Athens to the White House 
in Washington. 

Why did. the local bodies disregard the many groups that were interested 
in using a renovated building to express their arts and crafts and for the 
general promotion of the Waimate district? 

DS. 

High hopes were held for the future of Waimate when a decision to erect 
the County Chambers was made in the 1870’s. The railway had reached 
Waimate in 1877 and the following year six or seven truck loads of sawn 
timber were leaving the town daily. A census in 1877 credits “Waimate 
township with a population of 327”. The population total, including the 
countryside would be nearer 1200. 

The Chambers are ideally sited in Queen Street, and as an Art and Cultural 
Centre the potential for a valuable tourist attraction along with the added 
features of the massive iron gates, band rotunds, the Cruickshank Statue 
and the Maori house in the adjacent Seddon Square. The number of fine 
mature English trees and well kept lawns would provide a welcome oasis 
for a bus load of tired tourists. 

A. H. 

As a potter ’m well aware of the value this exciting craft has with its 
demands and rewards. To see such a building practically and aesthetically 
so ideal with so much space indoors as well as an outdoor area with such 
potential was just what our enthusiastic group needed. 

A. W. 
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From 1965 to 1972 I represented the Waihao Riding on the Waimate 
County, and during this time I came to appreciate this historic building, 
with its beautiful debating chamber immaculately kept by council staff. 
Its walls adorned with county and Waimate history and an atmosphere all 
its own. 

Visitors to the County, of whom there were many, never failed to remark 
on the great beauty of the County Chambers and how fortunate we were 
to have such a building. 

When the County, because of public concern at the suggestion of 
demolition, called a public meeting to consider the future of the Chambers, 
I was one of those who voted unanimously to try and save and restore the 
building. 

In conclusion it has been a pleasure to be associated with such a dedicated 
committee with a common purpose. We fought hard and fair; we have 
nothing to be ashamed of. Let me pay tribute especially to Martin Leonard, 
David Studholme, Lynda Wallace and Margaret Fryer for their herculean 
efforts on our behalf. 

Thanks also to Mrs Leonard for her most welcome hospitality. 

B. Mcl 

The dreams could have been a reality — it is only when the prophet’s 
voice is silenced that his words are remembered. 
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THE NEW ZEALAND LISTENER 
28 July 1984 
Editorial 
The Politics of Preservation 
All passes. Art alone 
Enduring stays to us. 
The bust outlasts the throne, 
The coin, Tiberius. 

. . . Waimate’s recent demolition of the oldest local government building 
in New Zealand, over the objections of a local art centre committee and 
the New Zealand Historic Places Trust, bears the stigma we commonly 
associate with vandalism. It was heavy-fisted and arbitrary, it was so hasty 
as to pre-empt negotiation, and unless one assumes that creation of another 
carpark was urgently necessary to prevent paralysis of Waimate’s transport 
system, it was without purpose. 

John Daniel, director of the Historic Places Trust, was perhaps unduly 
polite in referring to the negative and obstructive attitudes of the Waimate 
County and Borough Councils, to their having gone back on their 
undertaking to the Trust, and to their obvious determination to see the 
building demolished. “As a result,’ he said, “Waimate lost an important 
historic building, and the chance of gaining a valuable community asset 
in the form of an arts centre.” 

. . . We should try to keep the little we have that ties us to our past, 
however recent, and carry it with us into the future. We lack pyramids or 
Parthenon, but on our insular scale the Waimate County Council Chambers 
and other buildings like it must be made to serve. 

As it was, the Borough’s bulldozers moved on the old building less than 
a year after a South Canterbury business and local government delegation 
waited on the Prime Minister to press for recognition of the region’s tourist 
potential. Anyone who doubts that old buildings attract tourists needs only 
to visit one of the “colonial” villages being preserved around the country. 
But the preservation is better done within living towns. The difference 
between Waimate and, say, its North Island namesake is that history has 
been a tourist attraction for a long time in the north and is better understood. 

If the artistic and the tourist aspects still failed to convince the Waimate 
Councillors, they might have hearkened to Sybil Simon, the persuasive 
director of New York’s Arts and Business Council, during her recent visit. 
She believes that culture generates money and has the figures to prove it. 
She pointed out, too, something which local bodies would do well to 
remember: “When cities in America are trying to attract branches of 
established firms into their area they emphasise the city’s cultural activities. 
No one wants to live in a cultural desert.” 

There are several ways of making a desert. One of them is with a bulldozer. 
When the next elections come round — the local body elections in two 
years four months’ time — people should remember that those who direct 
the work of such powerful machines should exhibit a comparable capacity 
to employ them in a civilised manner. 

Alexander Fry 
Chief Reporter. 
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Waimate Street Scene — 1989. The County Chambers were sited between Margaret Cruickshank Statue 
and Local Government Building. Photo Carol Steel 


